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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronolugical Table :— 


HISTORY. (FirrH PARLIAMENT.) 


CONQUEST to 34 GEO. I1.—1066 to 1760, Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. III. ... 1812-13 
a hs — 27 & 28...54 oa 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 W ILL. I. to 34 Geo. Il. __ 29 to 31...55 es .. 1814-15 
1066-1760 am: $3 $4) 58 we” Lak 1816 
Sines on Cees erie we | — © * 36.57 i a 1817 
-—1760 to 1820. _. 37_33 58 — ...... 1818 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gero. III. 
1760-1800 (SixTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(First PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. IIT. ...... 1819 
oer 41 Gro. IIID.......... 1801|— 41 ......... 60 — 1819-20 
eee See 1802 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
VO DO: ictsiees 42 Geo. IL ...... 1802-3 


7 REIGN OF GEORGE IV. -—1820 to 1830. 
DEBATES. 


First Series. 


Second Series. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) le ; , a : aati steee be 
Vol. 1 & 2...4¢ Gao. II....... 1803-4, 0 9g - 35 25 we 1829 
— Seb. is arf ee a i x 1853 
= 6 & 7...46 — ee aeee ee) . 18 18 S iat, * ache 1824 

— 12—13... 6 — 1825-6 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) a Wats, 4 Sie~ ~ Sed 1896 
Vol. 6 & 9...47 Gao. HL...... 1806-7 


(FourTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 9 to1l...48 Garo. III. ......1807-8 | Vol. 16. ......... 7 GROSEVS. .sadc< 1826 

am 19 2 14...49 amr) ais ein ie TROOT s DY  waesSocts 8 ah) ogee 1827 

a Moi de.De oS eee 1810; — 18 & 19... 9 a gees 1828 

= 13: 90.,.51 — we 1810-11} — 20— 21...10 seat. genie 1829 

— 2] — 93...52 ee 1 cade 1812; — 29 to 25...11 Ce 1830 
») 





iv CHRONOLOGY OF 


Third Series. 


REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. | Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 





Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Winx. IV.......1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wu. IV. ...... 1832 
— 9— 14... 3 in  SeSKes 1831 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 | 
— 21 — 25... 5 — sevens 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wit. IV....... 1835 
— 31— 35... Ts eaenee 1836 
— 36— 38... 8 — teense 1&37 





REIGN OF V.CTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45 — 50... 2 — se eaee 1839 
— 51— 55... 3 —— 1840 
— 56— 58... 4 a (a) 184] 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Sk are 4 Vicroria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 — —saeeee 1842 
-- 66— 71... 6 PAS 1843 
—. 72— 76... 7 — see eee 1844 
— T7— 82... $ — bee aee 1845 
— 83— 88... 9 — nae ees 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
a eee 10 Vicroria  (b) 1847 
— 96to101...11 a 1848 
— 102 —107...12 == sakes 1849 
— 108 —113...13 — eee 1850 
— 114 —118...14 — nee eee 1851 
— 119 —122...15 —- (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
eS .. onrer 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
— 124 to 129...16 a= - Svkaae 1853 
— 130 —135...17 ee 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 a 1855 
— 140 —143...19 oe e-+00e 1856 
— 144 .. ....20 - (a) 1857 | 


— 


Vol. 


. 252 to 256...43 Victoria 


. 302 to 307...49 VicToRIA 


. 308 & 309... 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


148 —151...21 


ee 18: 
152 —153...22 3 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


154 to 155...22 Vicrorta (b) 1859 
156 —160...23 — | sess 1860 
161 —164...24 Sat) = Weare 1861 
165 —168...25 = 1862 
169 —172...26 =. eee 1863 
173 —176...27 a 1864 
177 —180...28 ae 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
. 181 to 184...29 VicTorIA...... 1866 
185 —189...30 ee 1867 


190 —193...31 -— ... 1867-3 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 194 to 198...32 VicToRIA 1868-9 
199 —203...33 = 8 aaa 1870 
204 —208...34 —— _axases 1871 
209 —213...35 — ——baeeee 1872 
214 —217...36 ep end 1873 
(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 

218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
222 —226...38 hace 1875 
227 —231...39 Awana 1876 
232 —236...40 eee 1877 
237 —242...41 saad 1878 
243 —249...42 1878-9 
250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

(b) 1880 
ironic 1881 
(a) 1882 
()) 1882 


257 —265...44 
266 —273...45 
274 & 275...45 


276 to 283...46 exsist 1883 
284 —292...47 Ga wis 18384 
293 —301...48 — 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
(a) 1886 


(Twenty-FourtH ParLiAMENT.) 


49 Vicroria (b) 1886 


310 to 321...50 Tree 1857 
322 —332...51 TT 188 
333 —340...52 aie 1859 
341 —348...53 = peas 1av0 


349 —356...54 oa 


«.- 1890-1 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. Vv 


Fourth Series. 


(Twenty-FourtH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 1to 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 


ee 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— S to 21..57 — 1893-4 
— 23 — 29...57 er 1894 
— 30 — 35...58 — pare 1895 


(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 36 .........59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
—- 37 to 44...59 — ... 1895-6 
— 45-. 52...60 coer | Resees 1897 
— 53 — 65...61 er 1898 
— 66 — 76...62 — —deceee 1899 
ee ee eee 63 rr re 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 re 1900 
— 84... 63 & 64 as Sb ig 1900 


— 85 — 87...64 — —daseee 1900 











(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Wier 68 is csiccd 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 


(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont. 
eee 1 Epwarp YII....1901 
— 90to100 1 — .-- 1901 
— 101 .. 1&2 — .--1902 
— 102toll7 2 -- .--1902 
— 118 to 128 3 — .-- 1903 
— 129to140 4 — .-- 1904 
— 141 to15l 5 -- --- 1905 


(TWENTY-EIGHTH Ps RLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 152 to 168 6 Epwarp VII....1906 
Vol. 169 to 173 7 “3 95 sea DUOT 











HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Enc. 





SIR HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN’S FIRST ADMINISTRATION, 
DECEMBER 1905. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN. 
Lord President of the Council Rt. Hon. the Earl of CREWE, 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord Loresurn. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. H. H. Asquitu, M.P. 
Secretaries of State 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. HERBERT J. GLADSTONE, M.P. 
Foreign A ffairs——Rt. Hon. Sir EDWARD GREY, Bt., M.TP. 
Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ELGIN. 
War Office Rt. Hon. R. B. HALDANE, M.P. 
India Office Kt. Hon. JoHN Mortey, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. Lorp TWEEDMOUTH. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. A. BIRRELL, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal Most. Hon. Marquess of RIPON. 
President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. R. MCKENNA, M.P. 
President of the B ard of Trade Rt. Hon. D. LLOYD-GEORGE, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. JouNn Burns, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture tt. Hon. Earl CARRINGTON. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. SYDNEY Buxton, M.P. 
Chancellor of tne Duchy of Lancaster tt. Hon. Sir HENRY Fow er, M.P. 
The Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. J. SincLAIR, M.P. 
‘The First Commissioner of Works—Rt. Hun. L. Harcourt, M.P. 






































NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Under Secretary of State, Foreign Office Lord FITZMAURICE. 
Under Secretary of State, Home Office——HrRBERT SAMUEL, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. WINSTON CHURCHILL, M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, India Office C. E. HoBuouse, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, War Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of PoRTsMOUTH. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——-GEORGE WHITELEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education THOMAS LouGnH, Fsq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Admiralty Kt. Hon. E. ROBERTSON, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the board of Trade H. E. KEARLEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Beard Dr. MACNAMARA, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury WALTER RUNCIMAN, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the War Oflice——T. R. BUCHANAN, Exq., M.P. 
J. A. PEASE, Esq., M.P. 
, i J HERBERT LEwIs, Esy., M.P. 
Lords of the ‘Treasury | Captain CECIL Norton, M.P. 
J. M. F. FULLER, Esq., M.P. 
Admiral of the Fleet Sir JOHN FISHER. 
Vice-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury. 
Rear-Admiral Sir H. B. JACKSON. 
Rear-Admiral F. 8. INGLEFIELD. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. _ 
General Hon. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON (Chief of the General Staff). 
General C. W. H. DouGLAs (Adjutant-General to the Forces). 
General Sir W. G. NICHOLSON (Quarter-Master-General to the Forzes). 
Army Council— {4 Major-General Sir J. W. MurRAy (Master-General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Colonel Sir E. W. D. WARD). 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty GEORGE LAMBERT, Esq., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland-——Rt. Hon. the Karl of ABERDEEN. 
The Lord Advocate——THoMAS SHAW, Esq., M.P. 


























Lords of the Admiralty —— l 














Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——In the Cabinet. 
Attorney-General——Sir J. LAwSoN WALTON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Sir W. S. Ropson, M.P. 
Paymaster-General——R. K. CAusTON, Esq., M.P. 








Ju 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE --(Cont.) vii 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Lord Steward—— 
Comptroller of the Household——The Master of ELIBANK, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household —Sir EpwArD STRACHEY, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Viscount ALTHORP. 
Vice-Chamberlain——-W ENTWORTH BEAUMONT, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Horse——Rt. Hon. Earl of SEFTON. 
Captain Yeoman of th Guard——His Grace the Duke of MANCHESTER. 
Earl GRANVILLE. 
Earl of GRANARD, 
Lord HAMILTON of DALZELL. 
Lords-in- Waiting ———({ Lord ACTON. 
Lord DENMAN. 
Lord COLEBROOKE. 
Lord SUFFIELD. 
Judge Advocate-General T. MILVAIN, Esq., K.C. 





SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. JOHN SINCLAIR. 
Lord High Constable——Earl of ERROL. 

Lord Privy Seal—— Marquess of BREADELBANE, K.G, 

Master of the Household ———Duke of ARGYLL, K. as 

Lord High Commissioner——Lord KINNAIRD. 

Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord Justice General——Rt. Hon. Lord DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. THOMAS SHAW, K.C. 

Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord KINsBURGH, C.B. 

Solicitor-General ALEXANDER URE, Esq., K.C. 

Register General and Deputy Keeper Great ‘Seal —Sir Starr AGNeEw, K.C.B. 
Commanding Forces——Lt.-Gen. £. P. LEACH, C.B., C.V.Q. 











IRELAND, 


Lord-Lieutenant——Earl of ABERDEEN, G.C.M.G. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal Rt. Hon. A. BrrRELL, M.P. 
Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir A. MACDONNELL, G.C.S.I., K.C.V.O. 
Private Secretaries Lord HERSCHELL and WALTER CALLAN, Esq. 
State Steward and Chamberlain——The Earl of LIVERPOOL. 

Controller Major LAMBART. 

Lord Chancellor ——Lord Justice WALKER. 

Attorney-General ——Rt Hon. R. R CHERRY, 3 a M.P. 
Solicitor-General REDMOND Barry, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Commanding the Forces Gen. Lord Fee ty G. C.B., G.C.M.G. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE QF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Ear! of ONsLow. 


Clerk of Parliaments Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcsr, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarpb HALL ALpDERSON, Exq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsa——A. Harrison, Usgq. 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Lercu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 

W. H. Hamixrox Gorpon, Esq. 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 

Other Clerks——Hon. A. McDonne_t; A. H. Roprnsox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills and 
Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs); H. P. Sr. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Bippunpu, Esq. ; 
Hon. K. A. Stonor; H. J. F. Baprtey, Esq. ; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Horna, Ksy. ; 
E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; A. TENNysoN, Esq. ; G. D. Luarp, Esq. ; and G. Proby, Esq. 

Receiver of Fees and Accountant T. A. Court, Esq. 

Copyists—--Mr. H. P. Nornis and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers Messrs. A. A. Worrett, C. E. Cuizuett, J. W. F Locks, J. McMiiiay, 
G. Bennett, G. T. Puinip, W. 8. Wricut. 

Librarian——EDMUND GossE, Esq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. bururr, Esq. 

Attendant Mr, A. N. Storr. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
—-H. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod ——Admiral Sir F. H. STEPHENSON, G.C.V.O., K.C.2., 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Butter, M.V.O. 

Serjeant-at-Arms Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeEtwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C BL, 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiitiams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B, GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants Messis. J. WooLAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. Baum. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHuiLuips, W. W. MEATES, 
T. WHITEHEAD. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CAsBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. P. E. RIDGE. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 






























































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons Sir COURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.1., C.I.E. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBsTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public bill Oflice, and Clerk of Fees W. Gibbons, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk ot the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Ottice——F. St, GEORGE ‘TUPPER, Esq. 
Private Bill Ottice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks C. V. FREKE, Ksq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoyLe, Bart. ; S. L. 
SIMEON, Esy. ; ARTHUR 1, DASENT, Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; PERCY 
A. BULL, bsy.; F. K. Wittiams Wynn, Esq. ; Ww. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. HOLLAND, 
E-q.; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. ; H. C. Dawkins, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq. ; b. H 
Fru, Esq. ; K. E. Cuitpers, Esq.; J. Scort Porter, Esq. 

Junior Clerks 1. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 3 W. ‘I. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. ; W. 





























K. Gibsons, Esq.; W. P. JouNston, Esq.; J. BARLOW, Esq. ; Hon. H. kK. C. 
3ALFOUR ; It. N. BAILEY, Esq.; G. F. M. CAMPION, Esq. ; 8. DE LA POER BERESFOKD, 
Esq. ; H. 8S. GREEN, Esq. 
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Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossET, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Seerctary to une Speaker——Hon. EpwArpD GULLY, C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker Hon. Sir E. CHANbos LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B 

Trainbearer Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Messenver——Mr. W. Hour. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills ——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Billsa——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE Esq 

Taxing Master-—C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Vote Office 
Principal Clerk 
Assistant Clerks 




















PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
JOHN PoyseR, Esq.; W. K. SANDERSON, Esq. 








Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. ; ; ee 
Librarian R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian-—A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART: Messengers——Messrs. 


_ A. FirMin, W. HAGUE. 
Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 











Printers —— 

vournals G. E. BRIscoE Eyre, Esq. 

Votes J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. (for H. M. Stationery Office.) 
Postmaster——Mr, I. LINCOLN; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 


Otlice Keeper——Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Cle‘k in Journal Office Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messenyers Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JoNEs, G. D. WetLer, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 

Mes:e::yers (Ist Class) Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. Ropertson, Mr. J. HILLs, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. Anstey, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr. 
J. [!SNDERSON, Mr. G. WAINWRIGHT, Mr. J. GUYATT. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. RK. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, 
H. FE. Lrxineton, H. G. Emmett, J. L. Puiuie, W. FinpLtay, W. MACDONALD, W. 
ht. BRIMSON. , 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. Hen LEY; Assistant——Mr. W 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. HART and G. FRY. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 247TH APRIL, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon _— Gas Bill.—Read m and committed for 
Tuesday next . ‘ ~ 


Basingstoke Gas Bill ; Keswick Urpan Districr Councin (WATER) BiILt.— 
Read 2*, and committed .. - a és “a 


Maidstone Gas Biil.—Read 2", and committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection ee Pa 7 xb we 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill—Brought from the 
Commons, read 14, and referred to the Examiners és is 


Portishead District Water Bill [#.1.]—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 4th and 18th of March last discharged, and 
Bill committed y : ‘ ; 3 - ax 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Prisons (ScorLanp) Act, 1877.—Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-eighth Annual Report on 
Prisons in Scotland 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887,.—Return of the number of eviction notices filed 
during the quarter ended 31st March, 1907. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


“Hop Hours Act, 1904 (County Borovex or SwansEa).—Order made by the 
council of the county borough of Swansea, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain 
classes of shops within the county borough. Laid before the House (pur- 
suent to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 
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Apr, 24.] 


Statute Law Revision Bill [1.1. ee of the Day for the House to be in 
Committee, read, and discharged : a ae a es re 


Rule Committee Bill [1.1.].—House in Committee (according to order). Bill 
reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to 
be read 3° to-morrow 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 241H APRIL, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

North East London viata Bil].— As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time .. : 

Rattway Bitis (Group 6).—Ordered, That Sub-Divisional Inspector Arthur 
‘ims do attend the Committee on Group 6 of Railway Bills to-morrow, at 
half-past eleven of the Clock 


Watford and Edgware Railway Bill.—Reported — not eligi 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; . 


Rattway Brits (Group 5).—Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee on 


Group 5 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at Eleven of the Clock. 


iteport to lie upon the Table 
PETITIONS. 


ButreR AND MARGARINE BrILi.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Coax Mrxgs (Eicut Hours) Bitu.—Petition from Rhymney, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (ScorLann) Brti.—Petitions against ; From Edinburgh, 
and, Leith ; to lie upon the Table ‘ oe : 


Licenstnc Acts.—Two petitions from Trafford Park, for alteration of Law; 
to lie upon the Table : 


LimItED ParTNERSHIPS BiLtu.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (Loca Option) ScoTLanp) Biti.—Petitions against; From 
Arbroath ; Dumbarton; Edinburgh; Glasgow; Mil Argyll; Portobello ; 
Selkirk ; and Shettleston ; to lie upon the Table v rae i 
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Liquor Trarric (Loca Oprion) (SCOTLAND) Bri.—Petitions ia favour ; From 
Annan; Arbroath (two); Banchory Ternaw; Bannockburn; Bervie ; 
Bishopbriggs ; Bonhill; Broughty Ferry; Callander; Calton ; Camelon ; 
Campbeltown ; Chryston ; Coalburn ; Cuminestown ; Dollar (two); Dum- 
barton ; Dundee (six) ; Edinburgh (five); Falkirk (three); Fraserburgh ; 
Galashiels; Garlieston; Girvan; Glasgow (eighteen); Gourdon Grange- 
mouth; Greenock; Johnstone; Keith; Kilmarnock; Kincardine ; 
Kirkintilloch (two); Larkhall (two); Lauder; Maxwelltown; Milltown ; 
Milnathort ; Motherwell; Muirkirk; Nitshill; Partick; Perth (two) ; 
Por; nneso Rosehearty ; Saltcoats; Scotstown; Sorbie; Shettleston ; 
Steventon, Stranraer (two); Uddington ; Whiteinch (two); and, Wynde ; 
to lie upon the Table oe si va os os oe 


Liquor Trarric (Loca Vero) Bitt.—Petition from Staveley, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table - ee is os - se ai s 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED WIFE’S SistER Brit.—Petition from Lewisham, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition for legislation; From 
Burnley and Hastings ; to lie upon the Table .. is ot “a 


Pustic HEALTH (REGULATIONS AS TO Foop) Briit.—Petition of the Scottist 
Trade Protection Society, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. od sa 


SALE OF INroxicatiNG Liquors on SuNDAY.—Petition from West Stockwith, 
for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘i ae “s - ee 


SaLe oF Wuiskey Brii.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection Society 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. “y i “a - oe - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Trape (Reports).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 23rd 
April; Mr. Lloyd-George]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 
126] ee yk ot le ee ae | 


Lanp Law (IreLanp) Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices).—Copy presented, of Return 
of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 31st March, 1907 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ¥e sa wis - - ee 


Suop Hovrs Act, 1904.—Copy presented of Order made by the Council of the 
County Borough of Swansea, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the County Borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ts A> 


Prisons (ScoTLaAND).—Copy presented, of Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the 
Prisons Commissioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-eighth Annual Report 
on Prisons in Scotland, 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. ae 


Avatca (No. 1, 1997).—Copy presenteu, ot Correspondence respecting the Inde 


pendent State of the Congo (by Command) ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Eayrt (No. 3, 1907).—Copy presented, of Despatch from the Earl of Cromer, 
respecting proposals of the Egyptian General Assembly [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table i ihe - i ” ‘in = ia 
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TraDE Reports (MIscELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Miscellaneous Series, No. 659 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table .. +“ é< a es on ee ‘ie 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIE3).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report. Annual Series, No. 3768 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ‘4 7 Fs iy +4 - he wa - 


Locat ContrispuTions (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ of all Moneys contributed 
out of the rates by the county council and other local bodies in each county 
in Ireland during the financial year 1906-7, for the purposes of schemes under 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 170, of Session 1906).”—(Mr. Ginnell) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sotprers EMPLOYED By THE Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Steadman (Finsbury, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton om ‘s - ‘ 


TRANSFER OF IrtsH ScHoot INspEcToRs.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell acs 50 ie ne ae a és <i 


ENDOWED ScHOOLS COMMISSIONERS AND THE COMMISSIONERS G7 CHARITABLE 
DonaTIONS AND BEQUESTS FOR [RELAND.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (West- 
meath, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell = * aie ns 


Tue LanpD Po.ticy oF THE GOVERNMENT—THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE DEMAND 
FoR LANpD.—Question, Mr. Lane Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash) ; An- 
swer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman “ ¥ 


SrreeT AMBULANCES FoR Lonpon.—Question, Dr. Cooper (Southwark, Ber- 
mondsey) ; Answer Mr. Gladstone ee 


CLramms FoR InpIAN LAWYERS FOR JUDGESHIPS.—Question, Dr. Rutherford 
(Middlesex, Brentford) ; Answer, Mr. Morley .. 


Army List AND CoLoNIAL MILITIA AND VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir H. Vin- 
cent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 3 


SmaLut Bore BuLLets.—Question, M.. .vurthope (Sussex, Rye); Answer, Mr. 
Haldane is 

ConversION OF LEE-ENFIELD RIFLEs For Use or AUXILIARY Forces.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Courthope ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Tue ALBERT Hatt DINNER To CoLoNIAL PREMIERS—THE Kina’s CoLoNIALs’ 
GuarpD or Honour.—Question, Dr. Hazel (West Bromwich) ; Answer, Mr. 
Haldane... i 


Sate or War DepartMent Lanp ar BexH!Ly.—Question, Mr. Courthope ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane ee 


Cost PER Man or Horse AND FIELD ARTILLERY UNDER THE NEW SCHEME.— 
Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Farnham); Answer, Mr. Haldare 


Sataries oF Irish Dispensary Docrors.—Question, Mr. Thomas O‘Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell ie $a i a 
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RELIGION OF Roya. Ir1sH CoNSTABULARY STATIONED AT TIPPERARY.—Question, 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ie 


Dustin METROPOLITAN PoLicE—PROPORTION OF ROMAN CATHOLICS AND Pro- 
TESTANTS.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Conpuct oF SERGEANT Cox, Dustin Merropo.itaN PoLtice.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ne 


JupictaL Rent oF Mr. DoLan oF CARRICKCORVAGH.—Question, Mr. Dolan 
(Leitrim, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell aia ae oe - os 


Irish EpucaTIoN ExXpENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ar af oe Ry a ee 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill ~ nf i 


GREENWICH HospiraAL PeNstons—CasE oF DaANnriEL SyMEs.—Question, Mr. 
Rendall (Gloucestershire, Thornbury); Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 


SHORTAGE OF NAVAL STOKERS.—Question, Mr. Nield; Answer, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson .. a at a - Pe sa wh aia ae 


PouiricaL INFLUENCE AND Civit Service Promotion.—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman ote a fi 


MemoriaL oF Customs ASSISTANTS CLERKS.—Question, Sir William Bull 
(Hammersmith) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman oe 


Poor Law CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. L. Haslam (Monmouth Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. John Burns a “ oie 


APPLICATIONS FOR Poor LAw RELIEF—PRODUCTION OF MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE. 
—Question, Mr. Alden (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns 


Suppty oF STIMULANT—PRISONERS AT NEWTOWNARDS.—Question, Mr. Sloan; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a st a ig ae sf Pe 


ALIENS NATURALISED—SuUGGESTED RepuctTioN oF FEEs.—Question, Mr. 
Cave (Surrey, Kingston); Answer, Mr. Gladstone... 6s ae 


AccIDENT ON Sreamsuip “Hyson” ar LiverpooLt.—Question, Mr. C. 
Duncan (Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone = a wa 


PAYMENT OF INSTALMENTS OF GUARANTEED LAND Stock.—Question, Mr. 
Fetherstonhaugh (Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr, Asquith Es 


Pensions oF Wipows oF INDIAN OFFICERS RESIDENT IN ENGLAND AND INDIA.— 
Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Morley 


Women on Locat Bopres.—Question, Sir W. J. Collins (St. Pancras, W.) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman i ve ss + - 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


CHANNEL FLEET Crvuise.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.); Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) 


BatrLesHip GuN ResErveE.—Question, Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) ; Answer, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson a ae re 


THE Home FLeEEr.—Question, Mr. Nield ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 


RosytH.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham); Answer, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson 


THE CoLoNnries AND Dear Mutes.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); Answer, 
The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, Manchester, 


a ain 


SLAVERY ON THE ZANZIBAR MAINLAND.—Question. Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill ass ie ne 


AUSTRALIAN TARIFFS.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill st oy se 


New Hepripes Convention.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid. 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 


THe HaGue ConrerENCE.—Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman : 


PappincTton Boroven CounctLt.—Question, Dr. Cooper (Bermondsey, South- 
wark); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Gladstone, Leeds, W.) i, a < 


Imports OF ARMS AND AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Mond (Chester): Answer, 
the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : 


CLASSIFICATION OF ImMports.—Questions, Mr. Mond, Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.), 
Mr. Chiozza Money (Paddington, N.); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


Foreign Trusts AND THE British Meat TrApE.—Question, Sir William 
Bull (Hammersmith) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


Tue Wreck OF THE JEBBA.—Question, Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


Irish Licgnt Boarps.—Question, Mr. J. Macveagh (Down, 8.); Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George se $e 


Hovsinc oF THE WorkING CLAssES.—Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) .. 


HasaLt Cyarity. — Questions, Sir G. Kekewich (Exeter), Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley); Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion (Mr. Lough, Islington, W.) os os 
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NATIONAL PuysicaL LABoRATORY.—Question, Mr. Nield ; Answer, Mr. Runci- 
man ee oe . ° 


Crown Lanps.—Question, Mr. H. H. Marks (Kent, Thanet); Answer, The 
Treasurer of the Household (Sir Edward Strachey, Somersetshira, 8.) .. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS—SHEPHERDS BusH PrRoPERTY.—Question, 
Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under-Lyme}; Answer, Mr. Tomkinson 
(Cheshire, Crewe) as she si 


Berrh ACADEMY, AYRSHIRE.—Question, Mr. O’Grady (Leeds, E.); Answer, 


? 


The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) s% - ss 


Scottish APPEALS TO THE House or Lorps.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow, 
College) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Thomas Shaw, Hawick Burghs) 


WestMeatu Evicted TENANTS’ INQurRY.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, 
N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) .. 


CoLon7t SMytHe’s Cottinsrown Estate.—Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. 


Birrell us ahs 


Irish CHARITABLE FouUNDATION.—Question, Mr. Ginnell; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Barry Esrare, KnocksnaGree, Country Corxk.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell re “% aie - As re 


BLackLion Texaxcy Dispure.—Question, Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell ve é ss es ba ‘a - vs 


GLENLEIGH AND KiLtovenin Evicrep TeNnants.—Questions, Mr. Thomas 
O'Donnell (Kerry, W.), Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Birrell 


Kerry Evicrep TeENANtTs.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell it Wee re i a% ns bie th “3 a 


Estares Commisstoners Inspectors 1x County CorK.—Question, Mr. Flynn 
(Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. es ot os 


WATERVILLE INDUSTRIAL CLASS.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. si be sa i a se a a oe 


AGRARIAN OvTRAGES IN Kine’s Counry.—Questions, Mr. Haviland Burke 
(Kings County, Tullamore), Mr. Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Birrell — .. as 


Miss Frrexcn’s Monivea (GALWay) Estrare.—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
‘.); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. a ae ae bis a He 
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Knocxtone Lasourers’ Cotraces ScHEME.—Question, Mr. Meehan (Cork 
County, Mid); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Lanp PurcHaseE tn County WexrorD.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Irish UNIversIry ScHEME.—Questions, Mr. Kettle (Tyrone, E.), Mr. Lonsdale, 
Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ee én ih * 


Fay’s Cavan AND MeATH EstaTe.—Question, Mr. Sheehy (Meath, S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. 7 ne ‘ me ‘ 


ToNGALEE Farm DisputTe.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 
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Answer, Mr. Birrell 2¢ 


EDENDERRY Union TeNDERS.—BoycotT oF ENGLISH FarmMs.—Question, Mr. 
Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ‘ : i 


Bagot Estate—County GaLway.—Question, Mr. John Roche; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell 


IrtsH Councit BiLt.—Questions, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Lonsd: 12; Answer, Mr. Birrell 
KiLLaRNeY LAKE Boats.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. oi 


Irish Lanp PurcuasE Finance.—Question, Captain Craig (Down, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. “ - zs ‘io as a “se vi 
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Answer, Mr. Birrell o we as se ae - ‘ si 


CranaGH Farm RoscommMon.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Flavin; Answer, 
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Ways Aanp MEaNs. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 


Income Tax. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That Income Tax shall be charged 
for the year beginning the 6th day of April, 1907, at the rate of one 
shilling in the pound.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. Hicks Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) .. 
Mr. Snowden (Blackburn) a 3s 

Mr. Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 

Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) 

Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 

Mr. J. F. Mason (Windsor) 

Mr. Sears (Cheltenham) - 

Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) .. be se 
Mr. Chiozza Money (Paddington, N.) 5 ws 
Sir William Bull (Hammersmith) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ one shilling,’ and to insert the words 
‘eleven pence.’ ”°—(Sir William Bull.) 


? 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ one shilling,’ stand part of the pro- 


posed Resolution.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith; pucieaiars E.) 
Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 314; Noes, 81, (Division List No. 141.) 
Driginal Question again proposed, 

Mr. Smeaton (Stirlingshire) a i ie a 

Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow)... wy 

Mr. Theodore Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ss 

Mr. Markham (North Rushcliffe) .. ae Bie 


Question put and agreed to 


Ustate Duty. 


2. Resolved, That in the case of persons dying on or aftcr the nineteenth day 
of April, nineteen hundred and seven, the rates of estate duty under 
section seventeen ot the Finance Act 1894, be amended so that— 
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Where the Principal Value of the Estate. 


Estate Duty shall be payable 
at the rate per cent. of 





Exceeds — 


£ 


150,000 and does not exceed 


250,000 a ” 

500,000 3 Fe 

750,000 ” ” 
1,000,000 ” ” 
1,500,000 9 ” 
2,000,000 ” ” 
2,509,000 ” ” 
3,900,000 - - : 2 


£ 
250,000 


500,000 


750,000 


1,000,000 


Seven pounds 


Eight pounds 2 “= 


Nine pounds - 4 E 


Ten p-unds” - - - 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 | 


2,500,000 


3,000,000 


Ten pounds on one million 
and eleven pounds on 
the remainder 


Ten pounds on ove million 
and twelve pounds on 
the reinainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
and thirteei pounds o 
the remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 


and fourteen pounds on 
the remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
and fifteen pounds on 
the remainder 


I 





xxi 


Page 


Instead of 


Six pounds 
ten shillings 


Seven pounds 


Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


Light pounds 
Eight pounds 
Fight pounds 
Eight pounds 


Fight pounds 





—( Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Income-tax (Inclusion of all Offices and Employments in Schedule E). 


3. Resolved, That the income-tax charged on offices or employments of 
profit, whether public or not, be charged under Schedule E in the 


Income-Tax Act, 1853.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Income-tax (Limitation on the Aggregate Amount of Deductions or Repay- 
ments for Wear and Tear). 


4. Resolved, That no deduction or repayment be allowed in any year in 
respect of the diminished value, by reason of wear and tear, of any 
machinery or plant which, when added to the deductions or repay- 
ments allowed on that account in previous years, will make the ag- 
gregate amount of the deductions or repayments exceed the actual cost 
of the machinery or plant.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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Income-Tax (Abolition of Repayments in respect of Assessment on Average 
Income). 


5. Resolved, That any abatement, relief, or repayment of income-tax under 
section one hundred and thirty-three of the Income-Tax Act, 1842, 
as amended by section six of the Revenue Act, 1865, shall cease.—(.Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Income-Tax (Assessment on Trades, etc., recently commenced). 


6. Resolved, That income-tax charged under Schedule D in the Income-Tax 
Act, 1853, on professions, trades, or vocations shall, in the case of pro- 
fessions, trades, or vocations which have been set up or commenced 
within the three years on which the average income is to be computed 
under the Income-Tax Acts or within the year of assessment, be charged 
with reference to the actual profits or gains arising in the year of assess- 
ment.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


Locat Taxation Grants [ConsoLipateD Funp]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient that the following grants to Local Taxation 
Accounts, namely— 


(1) The Estate Duty grants paid under Section 19 of the Finance Act, 
1894 ; and 


(2) The Agricultural Rates grant paid under Section 2 of the Agri- 
cultural Rates Act, 1896; and 


(3) The Scottish Agricultural Rates grant paid under Section 3 of the 
Agricultural Rates, Congested Districts, and Burgh Land Tax 
Relief (Scotland) Act, 1896, 


instead of being paid out of the revenues out of which they are payable 
under the present law, be charged on and paid out of the Consolidated 
Fund, but in the case of the grants which are payable during the con- 
tinuance of any temporary Act, only so long as that Act is continued, 
and that where under the present law the proceeds of any duties are 
paid to any local taxation account, a sum equal to the proceeds of those 
duties at their present rates be paid to that account out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, and the actual proceeds of the duties be paid into the 
Exchequer.—(Mr. Runciman.) 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


Str Horace PLUNKET?. 


Mr. Murphy (Kerry, BE.) .. - ae xe 
t Mr. Mooney (Newry) r - be _ 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the position of Vice-President 
of the Board of Agriculture in Ireland was intended by Parliament to be 
and in fact is a Ministerial and Parliamentary office, properly vacated 
upon a change of Government, and that the retention of that office 
by a political opponent of the Government of the day is undesirable 
as a permanent arrangement. ’—(Mr. Murphy.) 


Mr. Brooke (Tower Hamlets, Bow and Bromley) .. a 
Sir F. Channing (Northamptonshire, BE.) .. + ws we 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from ‘ that,’ to end and insert ‘ in view of the con- 
tinued confidence expressed in the policy of Sir Horace Plunkett 
by the Council of Agriculture, two-thirds of whose members are directly 
appointed by the county councils of Ireland, it is inadvisable, before the 
House has had an opportunity of considering carefully the Report 
of the Committee of Inquiry into the organisation and working of 
the Department of Agricuiture and Technical Instruction, to make 
any change in Sir Horace Plunkett’s tenure of the Vice-Presidency.”— 
(Mr. Brooke.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. Butcher (€ ‘ambridge University) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. 

The Chief Secretary si Treland (Mr. Birrell, ‘Pind N. ). 

Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the “Treasury (Sir H. Campbell 
Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) 


(Juestion put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 142.’ 
Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt 
the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. JoHN REDMOND rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question, ‘‘ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed tc. 
Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “‘ That the position of Vice-President of the Board of Agriculture 
in Ireland was intended by Parliament to be, and in fact is, a Ministerial 
and Parliamentary office, properly vacated upon a change of Govern- 
ment, and that the retention of that office by a political opponent of the 
Government of the day is undesirable as a permanent arrangement.”— 


(Mr. Murphy.) 
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Irish Tobacco Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered ; 


to be read the third time to-morrow ts oe é ey ee s a6 


TERRITORIAL AND ReEseRVE Forces [ExpeNseEs].—Committee to consider of 


authorising the payment out of money voted by Parliament for Army services 
of necessary expenditure incurred by associations in pursuance of any Act of 
the present session to provide for the reorganisation of His Majesty's 
military forces, and for that purpose to authorise the establishment of county 
associations and the raising and maintenance of a Territorial Force and to 
amend the Acts relating to the Reserve Forces —e s Recommendation 
signified), To-morrow.—(Mr. Whiteley.).. se as ae <3, sO 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 25rx APRIL, 1907. 


Lucas PeeraGr.—Report from the Committee for Privileges made, and agreed to 177 


WentwortH (anninc Biackett, Baron ALLENDALE.—Was (in the usual 


manner) introduced by virtue of a Patent, dated the 20th of July, 1906, 
his father, the first Baron, who was created by such Patent, never having 
taken his seat ie pa rr - “a - ba wi ee i | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southend Water Bill a —— from the Select Committee, with 


Amendments ; - * Pe ee i 


Electric Supply Corporation Bill [#.1.].—Read 2, and committed io 


Midland Railway Bill [u.L.]; York (Micklegate Strays) Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield 


Corporation Bill [.L.]; City of London (Union of Parishes) Bill [#.1.] ; 
Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill [H.1.]; Aberdeen Corporation Bill 
[u.L.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District Water Bill [#.L.].— 
teport from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bills ; viz. :— 


L. Howard De Walden. 
L. Sinclair. 

L. Clements (E. Leitrim). 
L. Seaton. 

L. Lud'ow (Chairman). 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee to 
meet on Thursday next, at eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills. . ~~ ae 
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Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [1.1.]; 
Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Ashton-under- 
Lyne, Stalybridge and Dukinfield (District) Waterworks Bill [#.1.]; Colne 
Valley Water Bill [a.L.]; Coventry Corporation Water Bill [#.L.}|.—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Devon be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Lord Biddulph ; read and agreed to 


Metropolitan bata Board (Charges, etc ) Bill; Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill.—Report from the C ommittee of Selec ‘tion, That the 


following Lords ath proposed to the House to form the Select Committee to 
join with the Select Committee of the House of Commons on the said Bills ; 
Viz. i— 


M. Winchester. 

E. Manvers. 

V. Cross. 

L. Aberdare. 

L. Leith of Fyvie 


azreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : Ordered that such Com- 
mittee have power to agree with the Committee of the House of Commons in 
the appointment of a Chairman. Then a message was ordered to be sent to 
the House of Commons in answer to their message of the 26th of March last, 
to inform them of the appointment of the said Committee by this House, 
and to propose that the Joint Committee do meet in Committee Room A. on 
Thursday next at three o’clock 


Local Government Provisional Orders _ 1) Bill.—Read ‘,2* (according 
to order), and committed. . ta Bs 5 a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Eecypr No. 3 (1907).—Despatch from the Earl of Cromer respecting proposals 
of the Egyptian General Assembly 
Arrica No. 1 (1907).—Correspondence respecting the Independent State of the 


Congo 


TRADE Reports. 


Annual Series: No. 3768. Italy (Rome. 

Miscellaneous Series : No. 659. (Danish system of Taxation) .. 
IRELAND DevELOPMENT Grant Act, 1903.—Report of the Lord-Lieutenant of 
all his proceedings under the Act, for the financial vear ended 31st March, 


1907. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 





Potice (Counties AND Borovucus, ENGLAND AND WaALEs).—Reports of His 
Majesty’s inspectors of constabulary, for the year ended 29th September, 
1906: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table : He a ae a 
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ets PoIsoNING. 


The Earl of Lytton 
Earl Beauchamp 


THE Prime MinisreR AND SmaLt HoLpines. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne ‘ se 

The President of the Board of Agric ulture and Fisheries (Earl C arrin gton) 
The Earl of Onslow ae S. ne ns 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) 

The Marquess of Londonderry ; 

The Lord President of the Council (The Bar of C rewe) 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 


County Counctts AND SmaLLt HoLpIncs. 


The Earl of Camperdown = A Ae ee oe oe 

Earl Carrington : x ~ Si st a — 

Lord Balfour of Burle igh oe Be eat ae os 
GRANTS FoR TRaIntnc COLLEGES. 


Lord Monk Bretton 
The Earl of Crewe 


Rule Committee Bill [x.L.]—Read 3a (according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons M5 oe a oe St ne re 


House adjourned at half-past Seven o’clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, 25rxH APRIL, 1907. 
Tae House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (Money) Bill (Sraxprve Orpers ApPLICcABLE 
THERETO CoMPLIED witH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 


one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Londo» 
Vounty Council (Money) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time - ad da 


Private Britt [Lorps] (Stanptnc ORDER 68 NOT COMPLIED wITH).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, Standing Order 68 
has not been complied with, viz. :—Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords]. 
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Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders .. or - ex sa wk - - 


Rawtenstall Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


West Riding Tramways Bill wees —Read the third time, and es 
without Amendment re : is es 


Port Talbot Rvilway and —— Bill.—As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time ‘ ‘ oa a es 


London Port and Docks Bill (sy orper).—Order for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill 


withdrawn. 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. — Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow .. oe 


West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lorps] ; Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Burnley Corporation Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments. Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydvil Junction Railway Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Title amended]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed - ae x vie «“ és a 


Bristol Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments [Title seni 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘i wi is , 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to amend the Law with respect to the Court of Appeal.” [Judicature 


Bill] [Lords.] 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, &c.) Bill and Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill—That they have appointed a Committee 
consisting of Five Lords, to join with a Committee of the Commons, pur- 
suant to Message of this House, to consider the Metropolitan Water Board 
(Charges, &c.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water Board (Various Powers) 
Bill, and propose that the said Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A on Thursday next, at Three o’clock. 


Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered, That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ Com- 
mittee as proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith 
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PETITIONS. 


EpvucatTion (ADMINISTRATIVE Provisions) Bitu.—Petition from Chelsea, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Epvucarion (SpeciAL Rericious [xsrruction) Bitt.—Petition from Chelsea 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScorLanD) Brii.—Petitions against: From 
Kilsyth ; Lanark; Rothesay ; and Stranraer ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (Locat Oprion) (ScorLAnpd) Brtt.—Petitions in favour: From 
Aberdeen (four); Bathgate; Bellshill; Berwick-upon-Tweed ; Brechin ; 
Campbeltown ; Coatbridge ; Dalziel ; Dumfries (two) ; Dumfries and Max- 
welltown ; Dundee; Edinburgh (three); Falkirk (two); Forfar; Glasgow 
(seven); Govan; Grangemouth; Hilton; Lanark; Logerait ; Montrose ; 
Nairn; Neilston; North Berwick; North British District Temperance 
Committee ; Peebles; Perth; Prestonpans; Rothesay ; Saltcoats ; Strath- 
peffer ; Tough ; Troon; Whiteinch Cross (two); and Wick; to lie upon 
the Table .. ia sis i ee a ‘ 


MarRRIAGE wiTtH A DeEcEASED WiFrES Sister Brit.—Petition from London, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Patents AND Designs Bitt.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MAINTENANCE).—Petition from Bucklow, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL.—Petition from North Medway, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Po.ice (Counties aND BorouGcus, ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy presented, of 
Reports ot His Majesty’s Inspectors ot Constabulary for the year ended 
24th September, 1906 [by Act]; to he upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 128.] 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT Act, 1903.—Copy presented, of Report or the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland of ell his Proceedings under th» Act, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1907 [by Command]; to he upon the Table 


OccuprIers oF Farms (ScoTLtanpd).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 


18th December, 1906; Mr. Sinclair]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. |No. 127.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sr. GeorGe’s Scuooi, RamsGate.—Question, Mr. Alden (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna 


Leap Potsontinc In Dockyarps.—Question, Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Roberston ee 
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ScorrisH ELecrorau List.—Question, Mr. Younger (Avr Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. 
John Burns 


Irish UNIvErsIty ScHEMeE.—Questions, Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham). 
Mr. Kettle (Tyrone, E.); Answere, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Birrell, Bristol, N.) ; 


KeoGH Esrare, Stigo.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Case oF THoMAs GAFFNEY, OF GAWRAN.—Questions, Mr. Meagher (Kilkenny, N.), 
Mr. Ashley; Answers, Mr. Birrell “i a sr ‘is ee 


LAND PurcHAsE IN County Cork.—Question, Mr. Gilhoolev (Cork County, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Birrell “4 


Betrast Facrory Workers.—QQuestion, Mr. J. Devlin (Belfast, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Gladstone yg i ai a ar es = x, af 


IrisH Factory INspecTION.—Question, Mr. J. Devlin; Answer, Mr. Gladstone . 


PotiticaAL PENstons.—Question, Mr. Morton; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman ae os me 
Empire Day.—Questions, Viscount Turnour, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. Hunt ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. te ee Be x ‘ok 


GOVERNMENT MESSENGERSHIPS.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, W.) ; 
Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 


Boarps oF EpucatioN AND AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Ashley; Answer, 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. id - i ‘5 v - 


Nava Po.ticy.—Question, Mr. Hunt; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 


IRtIsH MEMBERS AND THE SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY.—Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s County, Ossory); Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 


Irish University Epucation Bitt.—Question, Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 


Irish Counci. Bitts.—Question, Mr. Barrie; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman ex ; - és 


ScorrisH COMMITTEE OF THE Privy Councit oN Epucation.—Questions, Mr. 
Morton, Mr. Smeaton; Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


SELECTION (ScoTTISH STANDING COMMITTEE).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selection, That the following Members 
representing Scottish constituencies are appointed to serve on the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of all Public Bills relating exclusively to 
Scotland and committed to a Standing Committee :—The Lord Advocate, 
Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. Robert Balfour, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Beale, Sir Arthur Big- 
nold, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Caldwell, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Cleland, Sir Thomas Glen Coats, 
Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Henry Craik, Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Cross, Lord Dalmeny, Viscount Dalrymple, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Arthur Dewar, 
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Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Robert Duncan, the Master of Elibank, Mr. Erskine, 
Mr. Esslemont, Mr. Munro Ferguson, Mr. Findlay, Ma‘or Anstruther-Gray, 
Mr. John Gulland, Mr. Secretary Haldane, Mr. Leicester Harmsworth, 
Mr. John Henderson, Mr. John Deans Hope, Sir John Jardine, Mr. Laidlaw, 
Mr. Lamont, Mr. Murray Macdonald, Mr. John M’Callum, Mr. M’Crae, 
Sir Lewis M’Iver, Major M’Micking, Mr. Menzies, Mr. Molteno, Mr. Secretary 
Morley, Mr. James Murray, Mr. Morton, Mr. Pirie, Mr. Charles Price, Sir 
Robert Pullar, Dr. Rainy, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mir. Sinclair, Mr. Smeaton, 
Mr. Halley Stewart, Mr. Solicitor - Genera! for Scotland, Mr. Sutherland, 
Mr. Tennant, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson, Sir Andrew Torrance, Sir John Batty 
Tuke, Captain Waring, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. 
Watt, Mr. Weir, Mr. Dundas White, Mr. Wilkie, Mr. Williamson, Mr. 
M’Kinnon Weod, and Mr. Younger. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—SirWILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON reported 
irom the Committee of Selection, That they had discharged the following 
Members from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure :—Mr. William Abraham (Cork), the Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Adkins, Mr. Harmood-Banner, Mr. Barnard, Mr. Barran, Mr. Beckett, Mr. 
Billson, Mr. Boland, Mr. Bowles, Mr. Brace, Mr. Bright, Viscount Castlereagh, 
Mr. Cave, Mr. Chance, Mr. Clynes, Mr. Cobbold, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cooper, 
Mr. Charles Craig, Mr. Herbert Craig, Mr. Ellis Davies, Mr. Dickinson, Mr. 
Clement Edwards, Mr. Evans, Mr. George Faber (York), Mr. Fletcher, Mr. 
Flynn, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Gwynn, Mr. William Harvey, Mr. Harwood, 
Mr. James Haslam, Mr. Healy, Colonel Herbert, Mr. Higham, Mr. Hodge, 
Mr. Bateman Hope, Sir John Jardine, Mr. Vincent Kennedy, Mr. Lambton, 
sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Lehmann, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Massie, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Napier, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Pickersgill, Sir Francis 
Powell, Mr. Rainy, Mr. Rees, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Charles Roberts, 
Mr. Samuel Roberts, Mr. Soares, Mr. Solicitor-General, Sir Benjamin Stone, 
Mr. John Taylor, Mr. Thornton, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Waldron, Mr. 
Walker, Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. Whitehead. ~ , 


Sir Witi1aM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Committee A the following fifteen Members 
in respect of the Advertisements Regulation Bill : Lord Balcarres, Mr. 
Hart-Davies, Mr. Wyndham, Sir Charles Schwann, Mr. Butcher, Mr. MacNeill, 
Mr. Beale, Mr. Jenkins, Mr. Bell, Mr. Beauchamp, Mr. Bertram Straus, Dr. 
Shipman, Mr. King, Mr. Rendall, and Mr. Morrell. 


Sir Witt1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee, 
That they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
B, in respect of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill :—Mr. 
Burns, Dr. Macnamara, and Mr. Solicitor-General; and had added the 
following eighteen Members in respect of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts 
Amendment Bill :—Mr. Birrell, Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, Mr. Walter Long, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Campbell, 
Mr. Fetherstonhaugh, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. O’Grady, Mr. 
Clancy, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Hayden, Mr. M’Hugh, Mr. 
O’Shee, Mr. Devlin, and Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


Sir WiLt1aM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee, 
That they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
C (in respect of the Patents and Designs Bill) :—Sir Edward Strachey ; and 
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had added the following Sixteen Members (in respect of the Patents and 
Designs Bill) :—Mr. Solicitor-General. Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, Mr. Maddi- 
son, Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. Collings, Mr. Meysey-Thompson, Viscount Turnour, 
Mr. Maclaren, Mr. Dundas White, Mr. Branch, Mr. Croydon Marks, Mr. 
Crossley, Mr. Astbury, Mr. Herbert, Mr. Agnew, and Sir Francis Channing. 


Sir Witu1AmM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee, 
That they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
A :—Mr. Rothschild ; and had appointed in substitution Mr. James Francis 
Mason. 


Reports to lie upon the Table is is as a va .. 292 


Light on Vehicles Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, 
etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 129.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 129.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into con- 
sideration upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 168.] ih .. 293 


Municiple Elections Bill.—‘“ To amend The Municipal Elections (Corrupt 
and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884,” presented by Mr. Cleland ; supported by 
Mr. M’Crae, Mr. Barnes, Major Coates, Mr. Younger, Mr. Mooney, Mr. 
Mitchell-Thomson, Mr. Adkins, and Mr. M’Kinnon Wood; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 170.|.. .. 293 


Naval Lands (Volunteers) Bill. —‘‘'To extend the Military Lands Acts 
to Naval and Marine Volunteers,”’ presented by Mr. Edmund Robertson ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


171}.. 293 
Supp.y [6TH ALLorreD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmort, Oldham, in the Chair.] 
Navy Estimates, 1907-8. 

1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,758,400, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the expense of Works, 
Buildings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad, including the cost of 
Superintendence, Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and other Charges 
connected therewith, which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 

The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Lambert, Devonshire, South 
Molton) ae ox os ea ae sts we .. 296 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hants Fareham) + os pi ba .. 360 

Mr. Jenkins (Chatham) es “ss i e os .. 508 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That Item B be reduced by £100.” — 
(Mr. Jenkins.) 


Sir F. Banbury (City of London) 

Mr. Mond (Chester) . : 

Captuin Hervey (Bury St. Edmunds) 

Mr. C. E. Price (Edinburgh, Central) 

Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) . 

Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) .. ee 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) - 

Mr. A.J. Balfour (City of London) . ats 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) Ed 
Mr. Arnold-Forster (Croydon) ee os te 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) 

Mr. E. H. Lamb (Rochester) . 

Major Anstruther Gray (St. Andrews : Burghs) 

Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) i vis 

Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby) fs 

Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) : ae 

Mr. Lea (St. Pancras, E.) .. 

Sir F. Banbury (City of London) 

Mr. Younger (Ayr sii 

Mr. Lambert .. bs 

Mr. Arthur Lee 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 66 ; Noes, 271. (Division List No, 143.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Sir Charles Dilke 

Mr. Ashley 

Sir F. Banbury 

Mr. Edmund Robe jon 
Mr. Arthur Lee 


Original Question put. and agreed to. 


2. £837,900, Half-pay, Reserved, and Retired pay. 

Motion made, and Question proposed—“ That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,302,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the expenses of Naval 
and Marine Pensions, Gratuities, and Compassionate Allowances, which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1908.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
3. £370,900, Civil Pensions and Gratuities. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


London and North Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) Bill (By 
OrDER).—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 
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Channel Tunnel Railway Bill (By Orper).—Order for Second Reading read. 


Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rotherham) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Order be discharged and 
the Bill withdrawn.” 


Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill withdrawn. 


London and North Western Railway Bill (By Orper).—Order read for 
resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Question [19th March], * That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


‘ To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘no Bill can be satisfactory to this House which 
confers increased powers on a railway company created by Act of 
Parliament which has subscribed out of its corporate funds to a Party 
organisation.’ °—(Mr. Trevelyan.) 


Question again proposed, “* That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) by ii a 34 ai <a fs ; 

Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. 

Mr. Clement Edwards (Denbigh Districts) 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Lea (St. Paneras, E.) .. 

Mr. Harold Cow (Preston) .. ee 

Mr. Micklem (Hertfordshire, Watford) 

Mr. Bright (Oldham) a 

Mr. Hemmerde (Denbighs hive. E.) 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board o of ‘Trade ( (Mr. Kearley in i 
port) ss es a5 

Mr. Herbert (Buckinghamshire, W ycombe) 

Mr. Straus (Tower Hamlets, Mile End) .. 

Colonel Lockwood (Esser, Epping) 

Sir W. J. Collins (St. Pancras, W.) 

Mr. Verney (Buckinghamshire, N.) 


Main Question put. 
The House divided : Aves, 209; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 144.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn,’—(J/r. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at eighteen minutes after Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 267TH APRIL, 1907 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Taff Vale Railway Biil.—Read the third time, and passed 


Boston Spa Gas Bill : (‘rays and Tilbury Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time .. ee _ ve ‘5 - en a 


Great Northern and City emeied Bil'.—As amenaed, to be considered 
upon Monday next ‘ sa “ ma ie i 


Swansea Harbour Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill ; Land Drainage Provisional 
Order (No. 2) Bill—Read the third time, and passed .. ro 


PETITIONS. 


CuurcH DiscipLixe Bitt.—Petition from Salisbury, against ; to lie upon the 
Table - - Ka - és és ih se 


Coat Mines (Eicur Hours) Brii.—Petitions in favour; from Digby ; East- 
wood; Gedling; New Hucknall; Selston; Sherwood; and Underwood 
“ollieries ; to lie upon the Table .. a 7 sh is + 


KccLestasticAL Disorpvers Bitt.—Petition from Salisbury, against ; to lie 
upon the Table... = = 


EDUCATION (Provision OF MEALS) Bitt.—Petition from Kilbucks, against ; t« 
lie upon the Table.. 


Epucation (SpectaL Retigtous Ixsrrucrion) Bitt.—Petition from Salisbury, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Jurors’ Expenses Bitt.—Petition from Essex, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table < “ty se ee se a 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT BiLLt.—Petition from Forres, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Ligvor Trarric (Loca Option) (ScorTLanD) Bitt.—Petitions against : From 
Barrhead ; Edin bur gh and Leith : Glasgow ; Partick ; and West Kilpatrick ; 
to lie upon the Table 
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Liquor Trarric (Locat Option) (ScorLanD) Brit.—Petitions in favour: 
From Aberdeen (two) ; Alexandria ; Alloa ; Barrhead ; Blairgowrie ; Burn- 
bank ; Burra ; Burra Isle ; Cambuslang ; Canisbay (two) ; Carluke ; Clyde- 
bank (nine) ; Culbokie ; Dalkeith (two) ; Dalmuir ; Dumfries ; Dumfries and 
Galloway ; Duntocher ; Edinburgh (eleven) ; Elgin; Fearn ; Flotta ; Fort- 
rose; Fraserburgh; Galashiels; Gartsherrie; Glasgow (eight); Govan; 
Greenock (two); Hatton; Hawick ; Inverness; Keiss ; Kilkmahoe ; Kirk- 
wall (three); Lanark; Lauriston (two); Leuchars; Lochalsh; Lochee ; 
Newton Mearns (three) ; Newport ; Nitshill ; Paisley (two); Partick ; Perth 
(two) ; Peterhead ; Prestwick ; St. Andrews ; Strathaven ; Tain ; Tayport ; 
(two) ; Uddingston ; and Yoker (two) ; to lie upon the Table .. 

MARRIAGE WitH A DeceaseD Wire's Stster Bit.—Petition from Salisbury, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘i ‘s ‘i és es - 


MARRIAGE WitH A DECEASED WIFE’s Sister Bitit.—Petition from Forres, m 
favour; to lie upon the Table .. ie “a ag ie vis oe 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petition from St. Albans, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


Rattway Tickers Bitt.—Petition from Forres, in favour; to lie wpon the 
Table ‘9 as es Ks - 


SALE oF Wuisky Biit.—Petition from Forres, in favour: to lie upon the Table 


WEEKLY Rest Day Bitu.—Petition from Forres, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (ProcrEDINGS).—Account presented, showing the 
Receipts and Expenditure on account of Bankruptcy Proceedings during the 
vear ended 3ist March, 1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 130] a - ““ - - +i Pe 


Companies (Winpine-upe Act, 1890).—Account presented, showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Proceedings during the vear ended 31st 
March, 1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed.[ No. 131 

? is > 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IrtsH Lanp Act—Srction 2.—Question, Mr. Fetherstonhaugh (Fermanagh, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell. . om os dvs at 


Lonpon Postat Sorters’ OPEN EXAMINATION.—Question, Mr. Steadman (Fins- 
bury Central) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. wa oa 


Kixascourt (County Cavan) Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young 


(Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... i 8 a = 
IrtsH VALUATION.—Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Runciman wd 


PROMOTION IN THE GENERAL VALUATION OFrrice, DuBitx.—Questions, Mr. J. 
MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Runciman .. is ‘it ai ei ais 
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Income Tax—Scuepute E—Persons Resipenr Aproap.—Question, Mr. 
Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman ais a fe 


CARNARVON CASTLE—MAINTENANCE AND UPKEEP.—Question, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt As ae 


DecrEASE OF PoPpULATION OF ULstER.—Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell fe ais . oA 5) 6 es 5s 


Irish Evicrep TENANTS—REINSTATEMENT OF PatricK CoRMACK AND JAMES 
FEEHAN.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. 


Birrell ate a ie Be i , 
Irish Evicrep Tenanrs—Casre of PHitip SWEENEY.—Question, Mr. Dolan 
(Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ee a ne ae is 


Evans Estate, KtLtLtomAN—REQUEST UNDER Section 40 oF THE LAND Act, 
1896.—Question, Mr. Dolan; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. - oe na 


Irish Evicrep TeENANTS—APPLICATION OF Patrick FirzPaTrick.—Question, 
Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


IrnisH Scuoot TEACHERS—PUBLICATION OF PerRsoNAL DeEtTAILS IN DatLy 
Report Book.—Question, Mr. Moore (Armagh, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell. . 


ARMY SERVICE AND Civit SERVICE PENstons.—Question, Major Seely (Liver- 
pool, Abercromby) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane... 


Liquor Trarric Loca Option) (ScorLaAND) Bitt.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Mr. R. Balfour (Lanarkshire, Partick) sig ie ie 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. F. EB. Smith (Liver pool, Walton) 
Viscount Castlereagh (Maidstone) 


Ainendment proposed— 


* To leave out from the word ‘ that,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words, ‘this House declines to proceed further with a 
measure which will cause dislocation and insecurity amongst those 
engaged in the licensed victualling trade without any compensating 
advantage to the public, which leaves the right of supplying alcoholic 
liquor in clubs and dispensaries unrestricted, and which will deprive 
brewers, licensees, and the investing public of their property without 
compensation.” °—(Mr. F. E. Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
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Mr. Gulland (Dumfries Burghs) .. RP és .. 406 
Mr. C. B. Harmsworth (Worcestershire, Droite ich) si a ~> “0S 
Mr. Charles Roberts (Lincoln) #3 a - ws ig .. 410 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) .. “3 i és .. 415 
Mr. A. C. Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) .. o oi ‘a .. 46 
Mr. Barnard (Kidderminster) - “2 ei “fs oe .. 420 
(Mr. Sherwell (Huddersfield) - ” ng = “ .. 421 
Mr. Bottomley (Hackney, 8.) a és id a .. 429 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinc lair, Forjarshire).. = .. 434 
Mr. Carlile (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) .. a si a5 .. 489 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) .. an om _ .. 438 
Mr. Younger (Ayr Burghs) “ Ks es “si “9 .. 439 
Sir John Jardine (Roxburghshire) - - .. 443 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen Ur nivers tied a bis .. 443 

Mr. R. Barrovr rose in his place and claimed to move, “* That the Question 


be now put.” 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 276; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 145.) 


{Juestion put accordingly, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 262; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 146.) 


Mr. R. Batrovr claimed, * That the Main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 147.) 


Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House.”—(Sir William Bull.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 75; Noes, 239. (Division List No. 148.) 
3ill committed to a Standing Committee. 
And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 


House without Question put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 3 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, APRIL 29rn, 1907. 


(Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


1. Army (Annual). 


2. Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways (Port Seton Deviation) 
Order Confirmation. 
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3. Galwev's Divorce. 
4. Byrne’s Divorce. 
5. Roval Insurance Company 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR ac quainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had Jaid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 


Standing Orders app licable to the following Bills have been complied with : 
South Wales Mineral Railw: av; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railwas 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with: Education Board Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London No. 1) [u.L.]; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3), 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


York (Micklegate Strays) Bill |.1.].—A petition of Messrs. Sherwood and 


Company, of 7, Great George Street, Westminster, Parliamentary Agents, 
praving for leave to present a petition of the Freemen of the City of York, 
praving to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited 
by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting such petition has expired ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table, and Standing Order No. 92 to be considered To- 
morrow in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the said petition 


Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and ne Com- 


pany, Limited, Bill |1.1.].—Committe1 


Rawtenstall Corporation Bill; Tafi Vale Railway Bill.—Br>ucht from 
the Commons, read 1*, and referred to the Examiners .. os as 


West Riding Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Medway Lower Navigation Bil: 
[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agree | to Bg ie : 


Southend-on-Sea Corporation Bill [#.1.]—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [u.1 — The Lord Bishop of Birmingham (in 
his plac e) consented to the Bill ; 


Baines’ Name Bill [4.1.]: Royal Bank of Scotland Bill [#.1.]; King 
Edward’s Hospital Func. for London Bill [#.1.].—Read 3*, and passed 
and sent to the Commons né es ks <n = : 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill [#.1.].—A Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Pwllheli, was presented by the Earl 
Beauchamp (for the Lord Granard (£. Granard) ); read 1*, to be printed : 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 40) on $s as 
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Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill (No. 38); Land Drainage 
Provisional Order (No. 2) Pill (No. 39).—Brought from the Commons 
and read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) 
Bill [x.1.].—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of 
Education under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, to enable the London 
County Council to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts, was presented by the 
Lord President (£. Crewe); read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 37) 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill; Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill.—Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join witi the 
Committee of this House, to consider he said Bills, do meet the Lords’ 
Committee in Committee Room A., on Thursday next, at Three o'clock, 
as proposed by their Lordships 


PETITION. 


CompaNies Bit [u.L.].—Petition for amendment of; of Members of Stoc': 
xchange ; read and ordered to lie on the Table 


RFTURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Kee Funp or THE House or Lorps.—The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainte: 
the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid on the Table the Annual 
Account of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. The same was ordered to 
lie on the Table, and to be referred to the Select Committee on the House 
of Lords Offices. 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 3769. United States (Porto Rico) . 


ArMy (VOLUNTEERS).—Annual Return of Volunteer Corps of Great Britain, 
for the year, 1906 


WELLINGTON CoLLEGE.—Report of the governors for the year ended 31st 
December, 1906, with accounts 


toyaL UNiveRsity oF IRELAND.—Annual Report for the vear 1906 
VivisectioN (Roya ComMission).—Second Report of the Commissioner: 
and minutes of evidence, February to March, 1997. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Post Orrice (FOREIGN AND CoLoNiIAL Parcet Post: Spain AND BALEARIC 
Istanps).—The Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 4) 
Warrant, 1907, dated llth April, 1907... ; 


InpIA.—Minute by the Secretary of State for India extending the term of Sir 
James Lyle Mackay’s office as a member of the Council of India 


Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (PRocEEDINGs).—Account showing the receipts and 
expenditure on account of bankruptcy proceedings during the year ended 
$list March, 1907 
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Suop Hours Act, 1904 (UrBan Districr or Acron].—Order made by the 

council of the urban district of Acton, and confirmed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain classes of 
shops within the urban district oS 
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464 


Companies (WixpING Up) Act, 1890.—Account showing receipts and expenditure 
on account of proceedings under the Companies (Winding-Up) Act, 1890, 
during the vear ended 31st March, 1907. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 464 


NEW BILL. 


Merchant Shipping Acts Ammendment Bill [x.v.].—A Bill to amend the 
Merchant Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1906, was presented by the Lord Ampthill ; 


read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2" on Tuesday the 7th of May next. 
i , v . 


(No. 36) . 464 
Prohibition of Medical Practice by Companies Bill |1.1.)—{Seconp 
ReaptnG].—Order of the Dav for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Hylton 164 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.”—(Lord Hylton.) 
The Earl of Halsbury : i . se 467 
The Lord President of the Counc wi (The Earl of Crewe) {58 
On Question, Bill read 2%, and referred to a Select Committee. 
Dental Companies (Restriction of Practice) Bill [1...|—{[Seconp Reap- 
ING ].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Hylton 170) 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.°—(Lord Hylton.) 
The Earl of Crewe 170 
On Question, Bill read 2*, and referred to the Select Committee. 
Destructive Insects and Pests Bill [1.1.J)—[Seconp Reapinxc].—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The President of the Board of ee and Fisheries (Earl Carring- 
ton) . re ae ne - ze io S40 
Moved. That the Bill be now read 2*—(Earl Carrington). 
On Question, Bill read 2°; and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 
Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Bill [#.1.)—[Seconp Reaprne].—Order 
of the dav for the Second Reading read. 
472 
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Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(£arl Carrington). 
Lord Ashbourne ie a bn or “a uk as .. 473 
The Earl of Harewood = se a $6 at oe a, ete 
The Earl of Denbigh “i as “i “i a 1 .. 474 
Lord Newton .. sig “A ae - Se ~ “5 .. 475 
Lord Barnard a os os “ i os - “. 
Earl Carrington va os “i is ‘“ es és .. 476 
Earl Cawdor .. me oa - és +. ie oa ae 
The Earl of Camperdow NM 2. - iis aa ee os a MOE 
Moved, That the debate be adjourned.—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 
Lord Haversham ake ‘ as wa $y sis a .. 478 
The Marquess of Lansdowne eis - “n - aa .. 478 
The Earl of Denbigh a os “i nd wn Pe ~« £08 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn 478. 
On Question, debate adjourned. 
DISSEMINATION OF News IN WAR TIME. 
479 


Lord Ellenborough .. - : 
The First Lord of the A Ldmiralty | (Lord Tw eedmouth) - - .. 480 


Earl Cawdor 489 


THe TERRITORIAL ARMY. 


The Earl of Wemyss <t -. 482 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of “Portsmouth. .- 483 
The Marquess of Salisbury .. 6 “i - wis or -. +84 
The Earl of Portsmouth sit . ss i + .. 486. 
House adjourned at ten minutes before Six o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 297H APRIL, 1907, 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
(ComMIssIon.-—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and, having returned : 
Mr. *PEAKER reported the Royal Assent to— 
Army (Annual) Act, 1907. 
2. Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways (Port Seton Deviation) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1907. 
2. Royal Insurance Company's Act, 1907. 
4. Galwey’s Divorce Act, 1907. 
427 


5. Byrne’s Divorce Act, 1907 
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New Wrir.—For the County of Surrey (North-Eastern or Wimbledon Division) 
in the room of Charles Eric Hambro, esquire (Manor of Northstead).—(S7r 
Alexander Acland-Hood) ms a 87 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

PrivaTE Bitts |Lorps] (SranDING ORDERS NoT PREVIoUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Manchester Corporation Tramways 
Bill | Lords}. 

487 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


London and North Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) Bill; 
North East London Railway Bill; Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill ; 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill.— Read the 
third time, and passed . fe i. 


Shanklin Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Borax Consolidated Bill [Lords]; Devonport Corporation Bill [Lords].— 
Read a second time, and committed 3 ae si si % 


Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater Canal) Bill | Lords]; M ddle-brough 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill ; 
Society of Apothecaries of London Bill [Lords]; Staveley Coal and Iron 
Company Bill [Lords] ; Tees Conservancy Bill [Lords] ; Weston-super-Mare 
Grand Pier Bill | Lords].—Read a second time, and committed an 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bil!.—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. es 
PETITIONS. 


Coat Mixes (E1cHt Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Dunnikies: 
and Dysart ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (Locat Option) (ScorLaND) Brtt.—Petitions in favour: From 
Burntisland ; Corstorphine ; Dumbarton; Dunoon; Dysart ; Ellenabeich ; 
Glasgow (two); Kinghorn ; Kirkcaldy (three) ; Kirtle ; Largs ; Pollokshaws 
(three) ; Rothesay ; and Rutherglen ; to lie upon the Table .. fe a 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) Bitit.—Petition of the Scottish Chamber of 
Agriculture, against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


VivisEcTIoN (RoyaL Commisston).—Copy presented, of Second Report of the 
Commissioners, and Minutes of Evidence, February to March, 1907 {by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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WELLINGTON CoLLEGE.—Copy presented, of Report of the Governors of Welling- 
ton College for the year ending 3lst December, 1906, with Accounts [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Urban District 
Council of Acton, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops within 
the Urban District [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


METROPOLITAN Po.tice.—Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan Police and the 
Police Pension Funds for the year ended 3lst March, 1997 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 132] .. 


Army (VoLUNTEER Corps).—Copy presented, of Annual Return of the Volunteer 
Corps of Great B-itain for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TrapeE Reports (ANNUAL SErtES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Report, Annual Series, No. 3769 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Ta» e ua 


East Inpia Counci, (REAPPOINTMENT OF StR JAMES Lyte Mackay.)—Copy 
presented, of Minute by the Secretary of State for India, extending the term 
of Sir James Lyle Mackay’s office as Member of the Council of India [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ie | - oe és “é ws “a 


Roya University or IRELAND.—‘opy presented, of Tweaty-fifth Report of the 
Royal University of Ireland, being for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to le 
upon the Table 


Loan Funp Boarp (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Sixty-ninth Annual Report, 
1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Post Orrice (FoREIGN AND CoLoNIAL Parcet Post).—Copy presented, of the 
Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 4) Warrant, 1907, dated 
11th Avril, 1907 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table . 


IntER-IMpERIAL TraApE.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th 
April ; Mr. Harold Coz] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 133] 


RatLway AND CanaL Trarric Act, 1888.—Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade, under Section 24 (4) of the Act, on the Schedule of Maximum 
Tolls and Charges to be made applicable to the New Junction Canal, 
authorised by the Aire and Calder and River Dun Navigation Junction Canal 
Act, 1891 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 134] 


British AND ForEIGN TRADE AND INDUsTry.—Return ordered, “ showing, for 
each of the years 1904 to 1906, the value of the imports, exports (British and 
Trish), and re-exports of articles wholly or mainly manufactured, distinguish- 
ing, so far as possible, (a) articles completely manufactured and ready for 
consumption ; (b) articles manufactured but requiring to pass through some 
process of adaptation or combination before entering into consumption ; (e) 
articles partly manufactured (in continuation of the information given in 
the second series of Memoranda, etc., relating to British and Foreign Trade 
and Industry, Cd. 2337, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Murray Macdonald} 
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‘ 


CASUALTIES TO Suips.—Return ordered, 
List, viz. : (1) Casualties to ships, including all cases of collision or grounding; 
(2) Casualties to engines, during the year ending the 31st day of December, 
1906, showing the date, the name, and class of the ship damaged, the nature 
of the accident, time under repair, and the result of any inquiry that may 
have been held into the circumstances, specifying if a Court-Martial was held 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 319, of Session 1906).”—(M. 
Bellairs.) 


‘of Casualties to Ships on the Navy 


490 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Income Tax AssESSMENT ForMs.—Question, Sir William Bull (Hammersmith) : 
Answer, Mr. Asquith 


IrtsH PoLice AND CLOVENDEN HisBerniaNns’ Banps.—Question, Mr. J. Devlin 
(Belfast, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


IRoN AND STEEL Imports 1Ntro CanapA—Dvutry on BritisH AND FoREIGN 
Goops.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington): Answer, Mr. Lloyd- 
George ® ; 


WacGeEs tn SprnnrnG Factories iN LANCASHIRE AND BELrAst.—Question, Mr. J. 
MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Kearley ; 


Use oF CLOGHER COURTHOUSE FOR ForeEstTERS’ Concert. —Question, Mr. T.W. 
Russell (Tyrone, 8.); Answer, Mr. Birrell ‘ 


CONVICTIONS OF SOLDIERS ON FOREIGN SERVICE.—-Question, Mr. Lea (St. Pan- 
cras, E.); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


ECCLESIASTICAL DisoRDERS.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme); Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


RoyaL CoMMIssIon ON Motor Cars—GoOVERNMENT ACTION.—Question, Colonel] 
Warde (Kent, Medway); Answer, Mr. John Burns .. 


Sr. Lucia Riors—NEAREST WarsHip.—Question, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.); Answer, Mr. E. Robertson 


Erosion oF Borrom Piates or H.M.S. “ Anrrim.”—Question, Mr. Bellairs 
(Lynn Regis): Answer, Mr. E. Robertson 


Re-DECORATION OF British Museum Reaping Room.—Question, Mr. Haddock 
(Lancashire, North Lonsdale); Answer, Mr. Harcourt 


EMPLOYMENT FOR WoRKMEN DISCHARGED FROM WOOLWICH ARSENAL.— Question, 
Mr. Atherley Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Finance Act, Section 20, AND THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping); Answer, Mr. Churchill 


THe WHITE SLAVE TRAFFIC. —Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grev 


LAND UNDER Crops IN Great Briratx, BELGiuM, FRANCE, GERMANY, AND 
[RELAND.—Question, Mr. Dolan (Leitrim, N.); Sir Edward Grey .. 


49} 


491 


493 


494 


494 


$97 


497 


498 


498 


498 


502 


503 


504 


HO 











wy 


at 


ly 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Apr. 29.) 


REMOVAL OF PLant Houses AND Forcinc FRAMES FROM KENSINGTON GARDENS. 
—Question, Sir George Fardell (Paddington, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt.. 


(FUARDIANS AS MAGISTRATES ADJUCATING IN Poor Law CasEs.—Question, Mr. 
Brunner (Lancashire, Leigh) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone aie zh we 


Hours or Lapour 1n Mrines.—Question, Mr. Glover (St. Helens) ; Answer, Mr. 
Gladstone es we Py ats ee ae i ne <a 


SENTENCE FOR THEFT OF INK Pot at PARLIAMENT STREET Post OFFICE.— 
Question, Mr. Lehmann (Leicestershire, Market Harborough) ; Answer. Mr. 
Gladstone ae aa 4 ee oe Ls ats kis 5 


Cost or Upkeep at Harrow Scuoo.i.—Question, Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Mckenna ts si ac ot + te 


Ace Livir rn tHE Post Orrice Excise TAXES AND Customs DEPARTMENT.— 
Question, Mr. Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, Mr. Runciman... 


PROMOTION OF SEcoND Division oF CLERKS.—Question, Mr. Cleland ; Answer, 
Mr. Runciman es ae J ats ie its al 


Issue oF VACCINATION ORDER.—Question, (Mr. Lupton, Lincolnshire,Sleaford) ; 
Answer, Mr. John Burns - = a wi “ wa as 


REVENUE REstTRICTIONS ON MANUFACTURE OF RuM AND Branpy.—Question, 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson ; Answer, Mr. Asquith ats is - me 


SHORTAGE OF RoLiinc Srock on InpIAN RatLway.—Question, Mr. Harold 
Cox (Preston) ; Answer, Mr. Morley .. ve *s a oe Ss 


SALMON FISHERIES OF THE RiIvERS BANN, ERNE AND FoyLe.—Question, Mr. 
Barrie (Londonderry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell sh ae He x 


AMENDMENT OF IRISH FisHERIES LAws.—Question, Mr. Barrie; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell oie - as se sii a Pe a ts me 


DEVELOPMENT OF Fisuinc INDUSTRY AT MULLAGHMORE.—Question, Mr. P. A. 
McHugh (Sligo, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell s a af Ss re 


PuRCHASE OF THE Estate oF Mr. CHARLES O’RorkKE, County GALway.— 
Question, Mr. Hazleton (Galway, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. sg ss 


IrntsH LocaL GOVERNMENT BOARD AND THE APPOINTMENT OF Mr. T. Dan EL 
AS ARCHITECT TO THE BAILLIEBOROUGH RurRAL District Councit.— 
Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 4 Re 


Evicrep Tenants AT BAILieBorouGH,CountTy Cavan.—Question,Mr. 8. Young; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a ae er ie ea ie ons ea 


Sate or Estates or J. C. DeELMAGE oF GLENSHARROLD.—Question, Mr. 
O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ae ae ee 


IntsH Poor Law Rerurns.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Birrell me % A ne as sis ae 8% a we 
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Ho.tpines Sotp UNDER THE Irish Lanp Act.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (West- 
meath, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell si is a sy ss _ 





Stock ExcHance GamBLING.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. ~~ bs és i us 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Army Pensions.—Question, Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) ; Answer, the Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddingtonshire) .. - 


Army EstaBLisHMents.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington); Answer, 
Mr. Haldane sie oe ts be oe bie ae e os 


GARRISON ARTILLERY.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; Answer, Mr. Haldane ay 


RIFLes For RirLeE CLuBs.—Questions, Mr. Carlile (Hertfordshire, St. Albans), 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answers, Mr. Haldane is ae 


CONVICTIONS OF SOLDIERS ON FoREIGN SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Lea (St. Pan- 


eras, E.): Answer, Mr. Haldane = Be 
Army Covrts MArtiaL.—Question, Mr. Lea; Answer, Mr. Haldane... si 
Sotpters AND Epvucarion.—Question, Mr. Lea; Answer, Mr. Haldane aia 


Soutn AFRICAN CoNSTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Harold Cox; Answer, Mr. 


Haldane a wy es ae 


BriTIsH GARRISON IN SoutH AFRIcA.—Question, Mr. Harold Cox; Answer. 
Mr. Haldane = - a Se a 3 


Sir Percy FirzpatricK AND THE BRITIsH GARRISON.—Question, Mr. Harold 
Cox ; Answer, Mr. Haldane sis Ps ps Sta 


Fire Garrison ARTILLERY—GUNNER GRossaAN.—Question, Major Anstruther- 
Gray (St. Andrews Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


VoLuNTEERS aND THE NEW Army ScHEME.—Question, Major Anstruther- 
Gray ; Answer, Mr. Haldane... ae be - 


GARRISON ARTILLERY MILtTrA.—Questions, Mr. Fell (Great Yarmouth), Mr. 
Arthur Lee ; Answers, Mr. Haldane ‘ 


New County Assocation ScHEME.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Haldane hs aie - ae as a se 


Honorary Ranks ON RETIREMENT.—Question, Sir Robert Hobart (Hampshire, 
New Forest): Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 5% a ia 


HamiILton Barracks.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow College) ; Answer, Mr, 
Haldane... ae sis re 5s es as oa me ; 


Tue Woo.wicu ARSENAL DIscHARGES.—Questions, Mr. Pike Pease, Mr. Crooks 
(Woolwich), Major Anstruther-Gray, Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent), Mr. 
Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow); Answers, Mr. Ha'dane.. - is Ms 
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Tue Narrosi INcipeENT.—Question, Mr. Curlile ; Answer, Tae Und2e-S2cretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) .. ne ae 


S:. Lucta Riots.—Questions, Mr. Mitchel!-Thompson, (Lanarkshire, N.W.) ; 
Mr. Lonsdale, Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) ; Answers, Mr. Caurchill 


ForREIGN OFFICE MESSENGERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Scott ; Answer, The Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) .. ae ia 


THs Mikapo.— Question, Mr.Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Runci- 
man ‘i ee se at A 


TurkisH Customs.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Runcimin .. i 


ALIENS.—Question:, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool), Sir W. Evans Gordoa 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney), Mr. Byles (Salford, N.); Answers, The S2sre- 


tary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.).. aa 
Purtey RarLway OurraGe.—Question, Mr. Lea ; Answer, Mr. Glalstoae 


EmpLoymMent oF YounG Persons.—Question, Mr. J. Ramsay Mucloarld 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. oe rey ae ste 

Assistant Factory INspectTors.—Question, Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald ; Answer, 
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Jones’ Homes, SANDGATE.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 


EQUALISATION OF LonpDON RatEs.—Question, Dr. Cooper (Southwars Ber- 
mondsey) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns , ae 

ParisH OVERSEERS AND THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Mr. 
Hunt ; Answer, Mr. John Burns o, sf 5 ‘a 

EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS IN East Lonpon.—Question, Mr. Fell, Mr. Byles ; 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Kearley, 
Devonport) fis 

ARGENTINE TAX ON CoMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; 
Answer, Mr. Kearley 50s dis 


Ciirr LADDERS FOR SHIPWRECKS.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray ; Answer, 
Mr. Kearley - a “5 ai its 

SaconpaRY Epucatron.—Mr. J. R. Macdonald; Answer, The President of 
the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, N.) 


Ixcome-Tax RerunDs.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.); Answer, Mr. 
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NaTIoNAL PuysicaL Lasorarory.—Question, Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman .. a ; 
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shire, N.R., Thirsk); Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 
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CARE OF THE FEEBLE-MINDED.—Question, Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman , a .. §46 
Str Horace PLunkKETT.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman Nes Zhe - - “a ee 5AG 
THe ImperRIAL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale, Viscount Turiour ; 
Answers, Sir ti. Campbell-Bannerman .. os ve ane os .. 546 
Pustic Riguts of Way.—Questions, Mr. Harold Cox, Viscount Helmsley ; 
546 


Answer, Sir #. Campbell-Bannerman .. rm _ = is ea 


Sranpinc Commitrees (CHAIRMEN’S PaNneL).—Mr. Sruart-Wort.ey reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel ; That they had appointed Sir Thomas Esmonde 
to act as Chairman of Standing Committee A; Mr. John William Wilson 
to act as Chairman of Standing Committee B; Mr. Laurence Hardy to act 
as Chairman of Standing Committee C; and Mr. Eugene Wason to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee on Scottish Bills. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a 
second time,” 


Mr Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ‘ 7 ve 
Sir E. Tennant (Salisbury) .. - is - ee 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out from the word ‘ that’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to insert the words, ‘ this House welcomes State action to promote 
small holdings; but supporting the principle of responsible owner- 
ship in land, it believes that the Government policy should be based 
on purchase, and deprecates the extension of an extreme form of divided 
ownership to districts beyond those crofter areas where the occupier 
provides equipment.’ ”°—(Mr. Munro Ferguson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


The Solicitor-General for Scotland (My. Ure, emeniins mesh 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, 8.) , ‘a ‘ 
Mr. Murray (Aberdeenshire, E.) 

Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) ‘Be 

Mr. Barnes (Blackfriars, Glasgow) .. 

Capt. Waring (Banffshire) 

Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Abe rdeen Universities) 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed with- 
out Question put. 


Worthing Gas Bill (ByOrper.)—As amended, considered. 


Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) x 
Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) ie oe 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 25, to leave out the Schedule.—(Mr. Ridsdale.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” : 


Mr. Wiles (Islington, S.) 

Sir Henry Kimber (Wandsworth) p 

Sir Alfred Hutton (York, W.R., Morley) 

Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) ; 

The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Emmott, Oldham) 
Lord Edmund Talbot (Sussex, Chichester) .. , 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) ‘ 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bil] to be read the third time. 
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Small Landho'ders Scotiand Bill.—Postponed Proceeding on Amend- 
ment to Question [29th April], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendmcnt was— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ that’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘ this Heuse welcomes State action to pro- 
mote small holdings; but, supporting the principle of responsible 
ownership in land, it believes that the Government policy should be 
based on purchase, and deprecate the extension of an extreme form 
of divided ownership to districts beyond those crofter areas where 
the occupier provides equipment.’”—(Mr. Munro Ferguson.\— 
resumed. 


Question again proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) as - e% A - ~~ a 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) - - o = 624 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 
Irish Tobacco Blll.—Read the third time, and passed .. ad * .. 628 


Adjourned at six minutes after Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 307TH APRIL, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
Richmond (Surrey) Electricity Supply. The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table - % ” is Sie rr - ee Pa .. 629 


Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill [#.L.].—The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments... -. 629 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill 
[H.L.].— The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select 


Committee with Amendments 629 
Kendal «n riamgaaa Bill UH. Lie er from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ae 2% es or os. G29 
London Government Scheme (Southwark Borough Market) Bill.— 
Reported without — and committed toa Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. se * a as se £9 .. 629 


Falmouth Gas Rill; Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill ; 
Basing stoke Gis Bill.—Reported without Amendment re a 629 
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Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [#.1.}; Mitcham 
and Wimbledon District Gas Bill; Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [a.1.]; United Methodist Church Bill [H.L.]—Reported, with 
Amendments ne és Pe es ae ac as a 





Selsey Water and Gas Bill [x.1.], now Selsey Water Bill [11.1.}.—-Reported 


from the Select Committee, with Amendments .. 


( 


Southend Water Bill [#... ].—Read 3* and passed, and sent to the Commons .. 


York (Micklegate) Strays Bill [x.1.].—Standing Order No. 92, considered 
(according to order), and dispensed with, with respect to a Petition of the 
Freeman of the City of York ; leave given to present the said Petition 


London and North Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) Bill ; North 
fast London Railway Bill; Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill; South- 
Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons, read 1*, and referred to the Examiners .. 


Glasgow Corporation Bill [x.1.]; Renfrewshire Upper District (Eastwood 
and Mearns) Water Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection. 
That the Viscount Hutchinson (EZ. Donoughmore) be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 


Lord Clinton ; read, and agreed to 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.1.], (No. 41).—A Bill 


to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Dorking Water, Fresh- 
water Gas, New Tredegar Gas and Water, Skegness Gas, and Woking 
District Gas 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.], (No. 42).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 


Gras and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Herts and Essex Water, 
Mid-Kent and Twyford (Berks) Gas 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill [x.1.] (No. 43).—A Bill to 


confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to the rural district of Cork 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [1.1.], (No. 44).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Castleford, Egham, Formby, 
Grimsby (Extension), Liversedge, Maldens and Coombe, Mansfield (Exten- 
sion to Mansfield Woodhouse), Paignton, Selby and Stoke-upon-Trent 
(Extension) ; And 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill [1.1.], (No. 45).—A 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 
1890, and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, relating to the Burgh 
of Arbroath ; 


_ Were presensed by the Lord Granard (£. Granard). Read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. . ; ne x i: : 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLonIAL CONFERENCE, 1907.—Precis of Proceedings of the Colonial Conference, 
15th to 26th April, 1907 


Loan Funp Boarp or IRELAND.—Sixty-ninth Annual Report, 1906. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Raitway anp Cana Trarric Act, 1888.—Report by the Board of Trade in 
accordance with Section 24, Subsection (4) of the above Act, on the schedule 
of maximum tolls and charges to be made applicable to the New Junction 
Canal, authorised by the Aire and Calder and River Dun Navigations Junc- 
tion Canal Act, 1891 


METROPOLITAN Potice (Accounts).—Accounts showing the sums received 
and expended for the purposes of the Metropolitan Police and Police Pension 
Funds between the Ist April, 1906, and the 31st March, 1907. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


Irish “ge ogge Bill.—Brought from the Commons, read 1*, and to be wane 
(No. 46) ; 4 ne i fi fe x 


Destructive Insects and Pests Bil] [1.1.].—House in Committee (according 
to order): Pill reported without Amendment, and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee 


Municipal Representation Bill [u.L.] [Seconp Reapinc.]—Order ot the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Courtney of Penwith .. et oe 

Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Courtney of Penwith.) 
Lord Avebury 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ‘ 
The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Earl C arrington) 
Lord Ashbourne ts ee +e =" ‘a 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) 
Lord Courtney of Penwith 

On Question, Bill read 2*, and referred to a Select Committe-. 


THE CoLonraL Surpprnc CONFERENCE. . 


Lord Muskerry : és es Ne 
The Earl of Grenard 


House adjourned at half-past Six o’elcck, till to-morrow, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 30rn APRIL, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| Private Bitts [Lorps] (StanpiInc OrpeRs Not PREviIousLY INQUIRED 
31 INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred in the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Tyne Improve- 
ment Bill [Lords.} 


3] 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time... $e i .. 660 
Boston Spa Gas Bill; Grays and Tilbury Gas Bill ; Swansea Harbour Bill.— 
Read a third time, and passed ea . xt es xs .. 661 
1 Brighouse Corporation Bill; Burnley Corporation Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. “a “a ‘3 - .. 661 
7 London County Council (Money) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 661 
STANDING OrpDERs.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee :— 
‘That, in the case of the Central London Railway Bill, Petition for 
31 Additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to introduce their additional Provision if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 
“That, in the case of the Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords], the 
39 Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, on the condition that the name of Edward Baring 
be struck out of Clause 4 of the Bill, unless his consent is proved before 
the Committee on the Bill :—That the C ommittee on the Bill do — how 
‘5 far such Order has been complied with ” - ‘a i ‘ .. 661 
17 . 
7 Resolutions agreed to. 
2 
4 Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill [Lorps].—Report [this day] from the Select 
1 Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill to be read a second time.—(The Deputy Chairman) .. ae .. 661 
MESSAGE FroM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
| to amend the Judicature Acts, 1873 to 1894, with respect to the persons 
7 in whom the power of making Rules of Court under those Acts is vested.” 
9 [Rule Committee Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to authorise Raymond Hill Baines to 
assume and bearthe Christian Names of Henry Rodd in lieu of the Christian 
Names of Raymond Hill.” [Baines’ Name Bill [Lords.] 
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Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to alter and enlarge the provisions of 
the charters incorporating the Royal Bank of Scotland and of an Act Amend- 
ing the same.” {Royal Bank of Scotland [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to incorporate the President of and 
Council of King Edward’s Hospital Fund for London ; to provide for the 
management of the fund; and for other purposes,” [King Edward’s 
Hospital Fund for London Bill [Lords.] : es 


Royal Bank of Scotland Bill [Lorps]; King Edward’s Hospital Fund or 
London Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time. . 


PETITIONS. 


Epvucation (Provision or Meats) (ScoTLaND) BiLtt.—Petition from Paisley, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Musselburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table .. 


Liquor TRAFFIC (LocaL Option) (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions against : from 
Musselburgh ; and, West Kilpatrick ; to lie upon the Table . 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions in favour : From 
Aberdeen ; Bonnybridge ; Denny and Dunnipace ; Dundee ; Glasgow (two) ; 


Kilmaurs; Kingston; Leith (three); Musselburgh; Portobello; and, 


Rutherglen ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's Sister Ritt.—Petition from Banwell, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MainrENANcE).—Petitions for legislation : From 
Hunslet ; Lichfield; Lincoln; North Bierley ; Pontypridd; and, Tyne- 
mouth ; to lie upon the Table am + " : 


SmaLt LANDHOLDERS (ScoTLAND) BiL_.—Petition from Renfrewshire, against ; 
to lie upon the Table . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pena SErvITUDE Acts (ConDITIONAL LIcENCE).—Copy presented, of licence 
granted to Rose Smith, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth Fry 
Refuge, London, E. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table . 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Copy presented, of Précis of Proceedings of the 
Colonial Conference, 15th to 26th April, 1907 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ii ae - = i i 


Navy (Hyprocrapuer’s Report).—Copy presented, of Report on Admiralty 
Surveys for the year 1906 by the Hydrographer [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. “ oe oe oe ee oe s os . 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


DEDUCTION FROM GRANTS TO CouNTY SLIGO IN Respect oF LAND PURCHASE.— 
Question, Mr. P. A. McHugh (Sligo, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell a ac 


DEDUCTION FROM GRANTS IN Respect or LAND PurcHASE.—Question, Mr. P. A. 
McHugh; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. vie fe bia ee - 


DEDUCTION FROM THE IRISH LAND PuRCHASE GUARANTEE FuND—COoUNTY 
Cork.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ae Me 


EvicteD TENANTS ON THE LEADER EstatTE—APPLICATION OF Mrs, ANNE 
CONNELL.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


OrFICceRS ATTACHED TO THE War OrFice.—Question, Sir H. Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. Si as Re 8 is a 


APPOINTMENT OF MEDICAL OFFICER AT BritisH EmMBassy AT TOKIO. — Question, 
Sir W. J. Collins (St. Pancras, W.); Answer, Sir E.Grey .. nye we 


Recutar Troops Sevine in Inp1A.—Question, Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Morley .. pa - ws oe = 


CompuLsory RESERVE FuNps For LIMITED CoMPANIES IN FoREIGN COUN- 
TRIES.—Question, Mr. Hyde (Wednesbury) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


TRADE BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND THE COLONIES.—Question, Mr. J. D. 
White (Dumbartonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George a wa ss 
VEGETABLE ADULTERANTS OF COFFEE.—Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. as os aa pe ee 


Irish ORDNANCE Maps—Roman CartHotic CHuRCHES.—Question, Sir T. 
Esmonde (Wexford, N.); Answer, Sir E. Grey ‘es es ie ee 


IRIsH BANKS AND LAND PurcHASE MoNEY.—Question, Sir T. Esmonde ; Answer, 
Mr. Runciman of oe ag as ec ind ~ x 


CASE OF SMALLPOX ON H.M.S. “ Deriance.”’—Question, Mr. Lupton (Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) ; Answer, Mr. E. Robertson .. i sda a a 


APPOINTMENTS OF ADMIRALTY MEsSENGERSHIPS. — Question, Sir S. Scott 
(Marylebone, W.) ; Answer, Mr. E. Robertson rr es ss 


Income Tax on INcoMES DERIVED FROM A WASTING SECURITY.—Question, Mr. 
Lupton; Answer, Mr. Asquith vs ia os 


Action oF Poxice Inspection CruIsE.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell — A ” as a s< i 2 os Ss 


PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDAR OF IRISH JUSTICIARY ROLLS, STATUTES AND 
ORDINANCES.—Question, Sir T. Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ait 


EpucaTION FRoM GRANTS TO WeExForD County CounciL.—Question, Sir T. 
Esmonde; Answer, Mr. Birrell se a is sis Bs 3 
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Pusiic Trustee AcT—SUGGESTED EXTENSION TO IRELAND.—Question, Sir T. 
Esmorde ; Answer, Mr. Brrell 


DvukE oF York’s ScHOOL—TRANSFER OF Boys TO QUEEN VICTORIA MEMORIAL 
ScHoot.—Question, Mr. Eorriman (Chelsea); Answer, Mr. Ealdane 


APPOINTMENT TO War OrricE MESSENGERSHIP.—Question, Sir 8. Scott ; 
Arswer, Mr. Haldane 


NoRWEGIAN TRAWLERS IN THE Moray Firru.—Question, Sir George Doughty 
(Great Grimsby); Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


CoasteuarD Ingurry.—Question, Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty, Mr. E. Robertson (Dundee) 


Tue Royat Marines.—Question, Mr. G. Greenwood (Peterborough) ; Answer, 
Mr. E. Robertson 


Camp Pay For TERRITORIAL INFANTRY SOLDIERS.—Questions, Mr. Ashley 
(Larcashire, Blackpool), Sir H. Vincent (Sheffield, Central), and Sir C. Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War, 
Mr. kaldane (fF addingtonshire) 


FLEETWOOD Camp.—Question, Mr. Ashley ; Answer, Mr. Ealdane 


GENERAL ARMY StaFr.—Question, Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Eolderness) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane ie af : 


WacEs aT PIMLICO AND WooLwICcH GOVERNMENT FactoriEs.—Question, Mr. T. 
F. Richards (Wolverhampton, N.); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Sus-TarGet-RirLes.—Question, Mr. Guy Baring (Winchester); Answer, Mr. 
Faldane 


OFFICERS ATTACHED TO THE WAR OFFICE.—Question, Sir H. Vincent; Answer, 
Mr. Faldane 
BuaGaLpur District MaGisTRATE.—Questions, Mr. O’Grady (Leeds, E.), Sir F. 


Cotton (Nottingham, E.); The Under-Secretary of State for India, Mr. 
Eobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; ahs x 


Tue Inp1a Bupcet.—Question, Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Hobhouse — es 


Opium SxHops in Inp1A.—Question, Mr. E. Roberts; Answer, Mr. Eobhouse 
InpIAN Excise anpD Customs REVENUE.—Question, Mr. H. Roberts ; Answer, 
Mr. Hobhouse 


CHARTERED COMPANY AND RHODESIAN CoMPLAINTS.—Question, Mr. Stanger 
(Kensington, N.); Arswer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colories, 
Mr. Churchill (Manchester, N.W.) 


TRINIDAD TARIFF ON SWEDISH MatcHes.—Question, Mr. Summerbell (Sunder- 
land); Answer, Mr. Churchill 
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Coote Riot at Couva TrRINIDAD.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; Answer, Mr. 
Churchill 


Sir A. Swerrennam.—Questions, Sir G. Parker (Gravesend), Mr. Bridgeman 
(Shropshire, Oswestry), Mr. Remnant (Finsbury, Holborn), Mr. Jesse 
Collings (Birmingham Bordesley), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. Pike Pease 
(Darlington) ; Answers, Mr. Churchill : +4 fs ‘a va 


CHINESE CooLies IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; Answer, Mr. 
Churchill 


EDUCATION OF COOLIE CHILDREN IN CEYLON.—Question, Sir C. Schwann (Man- 
chester, N.); Answer, Mr. Churchill .. ia _ - a” ae 


British InpIAN STOREKEEPER IN Narat.—Question, Sir C. Schwann ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill .. ye Ae € ms a De te 


TurRKIsH Customs Duty.—Question, Mr. Ashley ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Sir E. Grey, Northumberland, Berwick) .. Re “% 


Tue AssovaN Dam.—Question, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood); Answer, 
Sir E. Grey sh a‘ 
SEQUEL TO THE DeENSHAWAI INCIDENT.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson 


(Northumberland, Tyneside) ; Answer, Sir E. Grey 


Eayptran Date Tree Tax.—Questions, Mr. J. M. Robertson, Mr. Ashley ; 
Answers, Sir E. Grey an ; = ai : SY, 


Factory LEGISLATION IN Eaypt.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson ; Answer, 
Sir E. Grey 


SuNDERLAND DEATH BY BLoop-Potsonrnc.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, 


Leeds, W.) “a - a - os - es 


VaccINATION Case AT RomseY.—Question, Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone a 


RAILWAY RaTEs FOR HorTICULTURAL PRropucE.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow 
College) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George 


Carnarvon Boroughs) .. x es ea os $3 + “a 


PROTECTION AGAINST THE SEA At Spcrn Pornt.—Question, Mr. 8. Wilson ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George “% ik va + 


(GERMAN STEAMSHIP COMPETITION FOR AUSTRALASIAN TRADE.—Question, Sir 
H. Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George - 


SmaLit-Pox in GerMANY.—Question, Mr. Lupton; Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 


Vaccine Usep at Metz.—Question, Mr. Lupton ; Answer, Mr. John Burns 


Hovse Dratnace Recuiations In Lonpon.—Question, Mr. T. Davies 
(Fulham) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns .. is an i Re a 
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Irish Poor LAw OFFICERS AND THE CENSUS RETURNS.—Question, Mr. Meacther 


(Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns 


EournviL_eE Postmen Sunpay Duty Pay.—Question, Mr. J. F. Richards ; 
Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) a = - cm sm is hie 


TRAINING OF STUDENTS IN ForEIGN LANGUAGES.—Question, Mr. McClean 
(Bath) ; Answer The President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, 
(Monmouthshire, N.) et = ‘s * os - i 


RirFL—E SHootmnc IN HartLepooL ScHoot.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna .. iF sts si Ne 


Scnoo, NoMENCLATURE.—Question, Mr. Clough (Yorkshire, W.R., Skipton ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna ; : ne ~ : 


Cowrer TEMPLE CLAUSE.—Question, Mr. A. Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Mor- 
ley) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna 5 $2 ‘ - 


Strate Minerat Ricuts.—Question, Mr. G. Roberts (Norwich) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) ne 


Income Tax INcIDENCE.—Question, Mr. Wiles (Islington, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Runciman .. re las ‘iG a mi e 


Wuitnurn BEAcH, SUNDERLAND.—Question, Mr. Summerbell; Answer. Mr. 
Runciman 


AGRICULTURAL INSTRUCTION.—Question, Mr. Barrie (Londonderry. N.), Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, The Treasurer of the Household (Sir E. Strachey, 
Scmerset, 8.) - 

Trish LAND PurcHASE FINANCE.—Question, Mr. P. A. McHugh (Sligo, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) 


Cork AND THE GUARANTEE Funpd.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. P 


ForricN TRAWLERS IN THE Moray Firtu.—Question, Mr. 8. Wilson ; Answer, 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire), . 


InspectTION oF Scottish Datrirs.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glesgow College) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair 5h es Es eos - in be EP 


West Care Evicrep Tenants.—Question, Mr. Halpin (Clare, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. mo i - ms o es ; 


Irish Lunacy ExpENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. 
Firre|l ee - es " = 7 es 


BaLLAGHALINE PieR.—Questions, Mr. Halpin, Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Birrell Ne Si bs ie 


WANDESFORDE CASTLECCMER EstatTE.— Question, Mr. Meagher ; Answer, Mr. 
Rirrell - - 
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Irish GOVERNMENT CREDIT BALANCES.—Question, Sir Thomas Esm ade 
(Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman = a Ae a a 

Ir1sH Poor LAw Rerorm.—Question, Mr. Barr ; Answer, Mr. Birrell  .. ae 


Irish Crviz Service.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman .. ” oe ite hea £6 7 she 


IrtsH Court or JupicaTure INvesTMENTS.—Question, Mr. P. A. McHugh ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman .. za a aie a oi wk 


3ALLINGARRY POSTMISTRESS.—Question, Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... a ns - ee oe Si 


Business or THE House.—Questions, Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London), Sir 
Howard Vincent; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord ot the 
Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) —.. = 


Scotrish Stanpinc ComMITTeEE.—Questions, Sir Henry Craik (Glaszow and 
Aberdeen Universities) ; Answers, Mr. Speaker and Sir Brampton Gurdon 


(Norfolk, N.) - ae _ ee ws “a - am 


NEW BILL, 


Vaccination Bill.—‘ To substitute a statutory declaration for the certificate 
required under Section 2 of the Vaccination Act, 1898, of conscientious 
objection,” presented by Mr: John Burns; to be read a second tine upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 172] 


Sma!l Landholders (Scotland) Bill.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [29th April], ** That the Bill be now real 


a second time.” 
Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House welcomes State action to promote 
small holdings ; but, supporting the principle of responsible ownership 
in land, it believes that the Government policy should be based on pur- 
chase, and deprecates the extension of an extreme form of divided 
ownership to districts beyond those crofter areas where the occupier 
provides equipment’ instead thereof.”—(.Mr. Munro Ferguson.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) og mA i bts ded 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Thomas Shaw, Hawick Burghs) ae 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) - ae bs 
Mr. Erskine (Perthshire, W.) is “3 ia Me a 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 4 ae ae 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 
Mr. Jesse Collings (Birmingham, Bordesley) 

Mr. A. Dewar (Edinburgh, 8S.) ee 

Major Anstruther-Gray (St. Andrews Burghs) 
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Mr. Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton) 

Mr. J. F. Mason (Windsor) 

Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the ve (Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) “ ‘ oe 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 365; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 149.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 374. (Division List No. 150.) 
Bill committed to a Standing Committee. 


Adjourned at Twenty-four minutes after Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, Ist MAY, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill.—Read 2', and committed 


Birmingham Corporation Water inane D H.L.].—Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons : ae ; ; ns 


Colne Valley Water Bull [#.L.]: Coventry Corporation Water Bill [#.L.].— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Templemore be 
proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Marquess of Zetland ;_ read and agreed to 


Boston Spa Gas Bill: Grays and Tilbury Gas Bill; Swansea Harbour 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons, read 1*, and referred to the Examiners .. 


Tramway Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to confirm certain Prov- 
sional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, 
relating to Audenshaw Urban District Council Tramway, Huddersfield Cor- 
poration Tramway, Leeds Corporation Tramways, Taunton Tramways 
(Extension), and West Ham Corporation Tramways, was presented by the 
Lord Granard (£. Granard); read 1*; to be printed, and referred to the 
{xaminers. (No. 47) 


Education Board Provisional Order wingman ao No. say Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 2* (according toOrder) .. ; 
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London Government Scheme (Southwark Borough Market Bill).—‘louse 
in Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow .. “se 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (Hiyprocraper’s Report).—Report on Admiralty Surveys for the year 
1906, by the Hydrographer 


Bossinire.—Report of the Departmental Committee on Bobbinite; Minutes 


of Evidence 


TrapDe.—Annual statement of the trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions, 1996, compared with the four pree2ding 
years: Volume I. (Summaries, abstract, and detailed tables of imports 


and exports). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Pena Servitupe Acts, 1853-1891 (ConpiT1IonaL LicENcE).—Licence geanted 
by His Majesty to Rose Smith, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth 
Fry Refuge, London, E.: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 

ordered to lie on the Table : 


THE Navy. 


Earl Cawdor 

Lord Brassey .. ae se - ‘a aod 

The First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord Tweedmouth) 

Lord Ellenborough  .. a 5 - ‘s es 
Lord Leith of Fyvie ? 


STANDING ORDERS OF THE HOUSE. 
Earl Beauchamp 


Moved, ‘‘ To amend the reference to the Select Committee appointed to 
inquire into the Standing Orders ot the House which relate to order in 
debate, and to report what alterations, if any, are desirable in those 
Standing Orders, by adding the following words : ‘and to inquire 
into the practice hitherto followed in the case of Peers who may have 
sat and voted without taking the oath, and to report what altera- 
tions, if any, it would be desirable to make in such practice.’ ”°—(Zarl 
Beauchamp.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Moved, That the Lords following be namen of the Committee, viz. :— 


L. Chancellor. 

L. President. (EF. Crewe.) 
L. Privy Seal. (M. Ripon.) 
D. Devonshire. 

D. Rutland. 

D. Northumberland. 
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M. Lansdowne. 
E. Onslow. 

E. Cawdor. 

E. Camperdown. 
E. Halsbury. 

Y. Selby. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Kenry. (£. Dunraven.) 
L. Tweedmouth. 
L. Newton. 

L. Burghclere. 


= 


—(Earl Beauchamp.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at a Quarter before Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 
ha't-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, Ist MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


Mr. SpEAKER’s ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to indisposition. 
Whereupon Mr. Evnort, the Chairman of Ways and Means, proceeded 
to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy Speaker, pursuant 

to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MerssaGe From THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An 
Act to confer further powers upon the Southend Waterworks Company ; to 


extend their limits for the supply of water; to authorise the transfer to 
them of the water undertakings of the Urban District Couneil of Leigh-on- 
Sea and the Rural District Council of Billericay : to raise additional capital ; 
and for other purposes.” [Southend Water Bill [Lords].] 

Southend Water Bil! [Lorns].—Read the first time; Referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 
PETITIONS. 

EpucaTion (SpectaL Reticiovs Instruction) Brtt.—Petition from Chudleizh, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 

Factory anp Worksuop Act (1901) AMENDMENT Brtt.—Petition from Wands- 
worth, against to lie upon the Table .. a a 

Liquor Trarric (LocaL Oprton) (ScorLaAnD) Bitut.—Petitions in favour : 
irom Kames ; Partick ; and, Stirling ; tolie upon the Table .. 

Loxpon MunicipaL Enscrions (Hours oF Pot.) Briit.—Petition from 
Wandsworth, against ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEAseD Wrre’s Sister Biti.—Petition against: from 
Little Grandsden ; and Nuneaton ; to lie upon the Table 


Monicrpat Mitk Deprors Bitt.—Petition from Battersea, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table .. is os + ne e's se o. 
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Pauper Lunatics (Cost oF MAINTENANCE).—Petitions for legislation: From 
Bedwellty ; Pembroke ; and, Stepney ; to lie upon the Table ‘4 .. 842 


Pusiic Heatrnx Orricers Bitt.—Petition from Wandsworth, against ; to lie 
the Table ae a = ste is aa 842 


Pusiic HEALTH (REGULATIONS As TO Foop, Bitt.—-Petition from Wandsworth, 
against ; tolieuponthe Table .. “s - oe oe oe .. 842 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Trape (Foreign CountTRIEs AND BritisH Possessions).—Copy presented, 
of Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1906. Volume I. [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table - as 843 

Bopsinite.—Copy presented, of Report of the Departmental Committee on 
Bobbinite ; Minutes of Evidence [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 843 


MuniciepaL Empioyers.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 22nd 
November, 1905; Mr. Claude Hay]; to lie upon the Table .. as .. 843 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) [SALARIES].—Committee to consider of 
authorisi:g the payment out of the Consolidated Fund, and out of mo evs 
to be provided by Parltsment, of any salaries, compensation, and other 
expenses, thet may be incurred in pursuance of any Act of the present 
sessio.. to encourage the formation of Small Agricultural Holdings in 
Scotland, and of authorising the payment of an annual grant for the pur- 
poses of such Act (King’s Recommendation signified), to-morrow.—(Mr. 


EE Es a ORR 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS (SCOTLAND).—Return ordered, * showing, 

for each Summary Criminal Court in Scotland, the number of Children and 
Young Persons under sixteen who were proceeded against for Crimes and 
Offences during 1906, and showing what steps were taken to dea! with 
Children and Young Persons in Court separately from adult prisoners, in 
the following form, viz.— 
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West Inpian SuGar Trape.—Return ordered, “showing: (a) Production 
of Cane Sugar in the West India Islands and British Guiana in each of the 
years 190-5, so far as this can be stated— 
Colony. 1900. 1901. 1902. 1903. 1904. | 1905. 
| 
= 
Trinidad . - - | 
Jamaica . ; ‘ | 
| 
«&e, &e - = | 
Total - - . | 
(6) Total exports of Cane Sugar of domestic production from the above- 
mentioned Colonies in each year, distinguishing exports to the United 
Kingdom, the United States of America, and Canada— 
Total exports to 1900. 1901. 1902. | 1903. | 1904. | 1905. 
» | | | | 
. | | 
United Kingdom -~ - | | 
| | 
United States of Amezica | | 
Canada - . . - | | 
. “ | | 
Other Destinations - | | | 
| | 
| | 
Total - - | | | 
} } 
(c) Changes in the Customs rates of duty imposed on Sugar in the United 
Kirgdom, the United States of America, and Canada, in the same period.” 
(Sir Edward Sassoon) 5 a 8 te se 844 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
SaLary or Cater Mepicat OFFicer OF THE Post OrricE.—Question, Mr. Hunt 
(Shropshire, Ludlow) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. 845 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Bowermen 
x b] 
(Deptford) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 8465 
APPOINTMENTS TO HoME OFFICE MESSENGERSHIPS.—Question, Sir Samue! Scott 
(Marylebone, V7.) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. 847 
SinkInG Funp ror RepemprTion or IrtsH Lanp Stock.—Question, Mr. O'Mara 
(Kilkenny, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Asquith .. - 847 
Irish INTERMEDIATE Epucation.—Questions, Mr. Kettle (Tvrone, E.) ; Answer, 
848 


Mr. Birrell .. oh ” ts Ms - A - sie - 
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Irts1 Lanp Commisston Stare.—Questiors, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answers, Mr. Birrell is 5s a ne eh of is - 


PROHIBITION OF MEETING OF THE UNITED IrIsH LEAGUE, CLooNEY Brancy.— 
Question, Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. aia ae 


Payment oF Kerry Union Mepican Orricers.—Question, Mr. T. O’ Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell - wi ie wa pi a 


SUGGESTED APPOINTMENT OF AN IRISH TRAVELLING VETERINARY INSPECTOR.— 
Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh (Dowa, 8.) ; Auswer, Mr. Birrell 


SaLarizes oF IrtsH Nationa, Scuoot TEAcHERS.—Question, Mr. Ungh Shaw 
(Donegal, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell — .. - ae os - en 


Imports of CarrLe AND FresH Meat FROM ARGENTINA AND THE UNITED 
STaTES.—Question, Mr. W. Ball (Hammersmith); Answer, Sir Edward 
Strachey .. as . - - 
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TOMS.—Question, Mr. Seaverns (Lambeth, Brixton) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman 
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-Question, Mr. T. R. Bethell (Essex, Maldon) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 


Navat Penstons—Case or JosepH MULLEN.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. E. Robertson .. 2 ea iss *s 
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(Question, Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) ; Answer, Mr, Harcourt .. ee 


EccLestasticaL INCOME AND IncomE-Tax.—Question, Captain Balfour (Middle- 
sex, Horasey) ; Answer, Mr. Asquith .. + ‘ oe a ue 


({OVERNMENT OFFICIAL AS REPRESENTING THE ZEMINDARS OF SIND ON THE 
Bompay Counctt.—Question, Mr. Fart-Davies (Hackney, N.); Answer, 
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{EPORT OF THE BENARES AND BEHAR Opium AGENTS.—Question, Sir H. Cotton 
(Nottingham, E.); Answer, Mr. Morley i ‘x vs is 


SOLDIERS AND NFORCEMENT OF SUPPORT OF THEIR Faminttes.—Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane mn 
SALARIES OF SURVEYORS FOR ENGINEER SERVICES.—Question, Mr. Cave; 


Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Unrest iN Ecypt.—Question, Captain Faber (Hampshire, Andover) ; Answer, 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
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H.M.S. “ ArcyLu.”—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis); Answer, Mr. 
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Answer, Mr. E. Robertson 
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Mr. E. Robertson .. ; ; 


SanpHurst CoLLeEGe CapEeTs.—Question, Mr. Philip Magnus (London Uni- 
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Astatics In British CoLumBiA.—Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, Mr. Churchill 
NEWFOUNDLAND.—Question, Mr. C. Hay ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. 


Narrost InctpENt.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, 
Mr. Churchill 


Emigration To CaNapa.—Question, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) ; Answer, 


Mr. Churchill 


TURKISH Customs.—-Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
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VivisEcTIoN Commission Reports.—Question, Sir Philip Magnus; Answer, 
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Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. ae ~ 
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Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) ; 
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Mr. Birre!] : in 884 
Loncrorp Esrare Duty Grant.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell 884 
IrtsH LANGUAGE IN IRISH ScHOOLS.—Questioi s, Mr. T. O'Donnell and Captain 
Craig ; Answer, Mr. Birrell : 88) 
KILLARNEY Arrray.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale, Sir B. Sheffield, and Mr 
Flynn; Answers, Mr.*Birrell 885 
IrtsH INTERMEDIARY ScHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. Gwynn (Galway), Mr. Kettle 
(Tyrone, E.); Answers, Mr. Birrell 886 
Ir1sH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—Question, Mr. W. Long (Dublin, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 887 
CARRICK-ON-SHANNON DistuRBANCE.—Question, Mr. J. O'Kelly (Roscommon, 
so BST 


N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Krna-Harman Esrate.—Question, Mr. J. O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Birrell  .. 888 


a4 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Kettle; Answer, Mr. 


Birrell 889 
Irish Evictep Tenants.—Question, Mr. Hayden ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 889 
SLico Grant Depuction.—Questio s, Mr. P. A. McEugh, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 

Answer, Mr. Birrell - , us .. 890 
Nortu Beirast ELection.—Question, Mr. J. Devlin; Answer, The Attorney- 

aS 3) | 


General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool, Exchaige) 
Trish Uneconomic HOLpINGs.—Question, Mr. Ginnell; Answer, Mr. Runciman 892 


Tue Earu or PorrsMoutTH AND His TENANTS.—Questior s, Mr. Lea (St. Pe Cras, 
K.), Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs), Lord R. Cecil (Maryleboi:e, E.), Mr. 
Walter Long, Captain Faber and Mr. Flavin; Answers, The Prime Minister 


and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Surlirng Burghs) 892 
THE IMPERIAL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcester- 
shire, E.) and Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answers, Sir 1. Campbell- 
Bannerman me os 2. 899 
ViscouNT TURNOUR AND MR. BrrrELw’s SPEECH AT HALIFAX. 
896 


Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) : ‘ 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, B).. ss .. 896 
SeLection (StanpING ComMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM GURDON reported from the 


Committee of Selection: That they had discharged the following Member 
from Standing Committee A: Mr. Beauchamp (added in respect of the 
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Advertisements Regulation Bill) ; and had appointed, in substitution, Mr. 
884 Gooch (in respect of the Advertisements Regulation Bill). 
Str Witiiam Gurpon further reported from the Committee: That 
B84 they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee C 
(in respect of the Patents and Designs Bill) : Mr. Ainsworth and Mr. White- 
head ; and had appointed, in substitution, Mr. Radford and Sir Frederick 
Rk Cawley. Reports to lie upon the Table is or - + -. 899 
Hovsrt or Commons (KitcHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms).—First Report 
gab brought up, and read ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 135} 900 
BusINEss OF THE HousE (Ways AND MEANS). 

885 Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That the proceedings on Report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, if under discussion when the Business is 
postponed this day, be resumed and proceeded with, though opposed, 

886 after the interruption of Business.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman). 

The House divided :—Ayes, 305 ; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 151) .. 900 

887 ae eee ‘ ae 

Ways anpD Means [18TH ApriL] Report. 
Resolutions reported. 
887 
TEA. 
388 1, ‘ That the Customs duty now charged on tea shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and eight (that is to say }— 
Tea, the pound, fivepence.” 
389 
CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Customs DutTiI&s ON Tosacco, BEER, AND Spirits. 

229 
2. ‘That the additional Customs duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits im- 
posed by Sections two, three, four, and five of the Finance Act, 1900 

91) (including any increased duties imposed by Section five of that Act), 
shall continue to be charged until Parliament otherwise determine.” 

91 CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Excise DuTIES ON BEER AND SPIRITs. 

99 3. “* That the additional Excise duties on beer and spirits imposed by Sec- 
tions six and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be 


charged until Parliament otherwise determine.” 


HIRE-PURCHASE AGREEMENT. 


j2 2. “ That a hire-purchase agreement shall be charged with stamp duty as 
an agreement, or, if under seal, or in Scotland, with a clause of regis- 
tration as a deed, as the case requires, and shall not in any case be 
exempt from stamp duty as an agreement, letter, or memorandum 
3) made for or relating to the sale of any goods, wares, or merchandise.” 


Estate Duty (Frvance Act, 1896, s. 21). 


6 5. “That the deduction allowed under Section twenty-one of the Finance 
Act, 1896, on account of the previous payment of duty on property, 
shall (instead of being calculated as provided by that section) be taken 
to be the amount which would be payable on account of the duty on 
the property if the duty were calculated on the value of the property 
upon which estate duty is payable.” 
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PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE. 


6. ‘That the permanent annual charge for the National Debt for the 
current financial year be twenty-nine and a half million pounds.” 


“VENDMENT OF Law. 


7. “That it is expedient to amerd the law relating to the National Debt, 
Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 


Ur. Fletcher (Hampstead) .. oe ae is o sis .. 904 
Mr. Courthope (Susser, Rye) si ee 2 - ne -- 905 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and insert the word ‘ Four.’ ”— 
(Mr. Fletcher.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ Five,’ stand part of the said R-3o- 
lution.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, ‘ngs a ow .. 906 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, EB.) .. oe is WT 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. “a ‘és i + .. 909 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. - ey + vs .. 910 
Mr. J. F. Mason (Windsor) ae i re =F < re 
Captain Craig (Down, E.) .. . = i ae , SEZ 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) .. ig a cs -. O18 
Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, moegeel an bia ss se O15 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) é ; = i $5 .. 916 
Sir Edward “assoon (Hythe) eA +6 is is - .. 
Sir C. Schwann (Manchester, N.) .. is ia we is -- 920 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) sa 7“ én a “ .. 921 
Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone) . “a = - de .. 923 
Mr. C. £. Price (Edinburgh, Central) ss s< ae ss ss 924 
Mr. Hicks Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) .. a3 ra .» 925 
Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) % 32 Pe Re s» 926 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 250; Noes, 146. (Division List No. 152.) 
Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. Harmood-Banner — apie vs i se .. 931 
Sir F. Banbury “ ms A ) PB: .. 932 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ Parliament otherwise determine,’ and 
insert the words ‘ the first day of July, nineteen hundred and eight.’ ” 
—(Mr. Harmood-Banner.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stard part of 
the said Resolution.” 
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Mr. Asquith .. ee oe ae oe ow oe - .. 933 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. os ws ee af oo 9285 
Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) ea - $ - -« 986 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) es a“? ae oe wa .. 936 
Mr. Alexander Cross ae - as 3% x «« SSE 
Mr. Asquith .. “7 - os 3 ie i -« 938 
Mr. Wyndham (Dover) . «a vi ni 2 So 
Mr. Leif Jones (W restmoreland, Appleby) we a ae .. 939 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) . i oe - “ .. 940 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, S.) .. = - _ sd ee 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) - ‘s “i - » 
904 Question put. 
905 
The House divided :—Ayes, 257; Noes, 122. (Division List No, 153.) 
Resolution agreed to. 
Third Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Alexander Cross oa i ox td a si .. 945 
Resolution agreed to. 
906 
907 Fourth Resolution read a second time. 
909 
910 Sir F. Banbury oi + és - see na Yr -- 945 
911 Mr. Asquith .. vr $4 ae ea +e + ie .. 946 
912 
913 Resolution agreed to. 
915 
916 Fifth Resolution read a second time. 
918 ; 
920 Mr. Asquith .. sit Se a a = - ws .. GAT 
921 Mr. Courthope va .. ans vs oP a: i .. 947 
923 
924 Resolution agreed to, 
925 
G26 Sixth Resolution read a second time. 
Sir F. Banbury es ‘s ¥ - os a “ss .. 949 
Captain Craig Ke - a 4 “s “% - .. 950 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words ‘ for the current financial year.’ ”°—(Sir 
F. Banbury.) 
31 . or 
a Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
ae the said Resolution.” 
Mr. Asquith .. a ae ‘a ns i a es se “OBE 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 291; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 154.) 
Mr. Asquith . a i ea es ae oe «©6985 
Mr. Austin Chamberlain ie ne ve ay bs ae .. 95d 
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Resolution agreed to. 


Seventh Resolution agreed to, 


Ways anp Means [24rH Apait] Report. 


Resolutions reported : 


Income Tax. 


Page 


1. “ That the income-tax shall be charged for the year beginning the sixth 
day of April, nineteen hundred and seven, at the rate of one shilling 


in the pound.” 


Estate Duty. 


2. “ That in the case of persons dying on or after the nineteenth day of 


f 


April, nineteen hundred and seven, the rates of estate dutv under 
section seventeen of The Finance Act, 1894, be amended so that— 





Where the Principal Value of the Estate 


Exceeds— 
£ £ 


150,000 and does not exceed 250,000 


250,000 __—s=z, en 500,000 | 

500,000, 7 750,000 

750,000 _,, 1,000,000 | 
1,000,000 _,, 5 1,500,000 
1,500,000 __,, es 2,000,000 
2,000,000 __,, ‘s 2,500,000 | 
2,500,000 ,, Be 3,000,000 
3,000,000 . 


Estate Duty shall be payable | 


at the rate per cent. of 


Seven pounds - - - 


Eight pounds - - . 


Nine pounds - - - 
Ten pounds — - - 


La al . . 
Ten pounds on one million 


and eleven pounds on the | 


remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
and twelve pounds on the 
remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
and thirteen pounds on 
remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
and fourteen pounds cn 
the remainder 


Ten pounds on one million 
aud fifteen pounds on the 
remainder 


Instead of 


Six pounds 
ten shillings 


Seven pounds 


Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


Eight pounds 


Eight pounds 


Right pounds 


Eight pounds 


Eight pounds 








Me 


In 


In 
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Income Tax (INCLUSION OF ALL OFFICES AND EMPLOYMENTS IN SCHEDULE §). 


3. “That the income-tax charged on offices or employments of profit, 
whether public or not, be charged under Schedule E. in the Income 
Tax Act, 1853.” 


Ixncome-Tax (LiIMIraATION ON THE AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF DEDUCTIONS OR 
REPAYMENTS FOR WEAR AND TEAR). 


4 “That no deduction or repayment be allowed in any year in respect of the 
diminished value, by reason of wear and tear, of any machinery or plant 
which, when added to the deductions or repayments allowed on that 
account in previous years, will make the aggregate amount of the de- 
ductions or repayments exceed the actual cost of the machinery or 
plant.” 


IncomME-Tax (ABpoLiTiOoN oF REPAYMENTS IN Respect oF ASSESSMENT ON 
AVERAGE INCOME). 
5. “ That any abatement, relief, or repayment of income-tax under Section 
one hundred and thirty-three of The Income-Tax Act, 1842, as 
amended by Section six of The Revenue Act, 1865, shall cease.” 


IncoME-Tax (ASSESSMENT ON TRADES, ETC., RECENTLY COMMENCED). 


6. “ That income-tax charged under Schedule D in the Income-Tax Act, 
1853, on professions, trades, or vocations shall, in the case of professions 
trades, or vocations which have been set up or commenced within the 
three years on which the average income is to be computed under the 
Income-Tax Acts or within the year of assessment, be charged with 
reference to the actual profits or gains arising in the year of assessment.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) .. “a ets aia 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight ot the clock, Further Proceeding was 
postponed without Question put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 4. 


FAILURE OF SHOP Hours Act. 


Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) = - me - a 
Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, Newton) .. as da aia <8 bis 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That in the opinion ot tnis House, 
more drastic legislation with regard to the closing of shops and the 
hours of shop assistants is required.”—(. Mr. Shuckleton.) 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, 

Central) on ws ‘4 i <3 Ks ; : 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) - ad ai 
Mr. A.C. Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) ee i te as i 
Mr. T. Davies (Fulham) os Jv acl = a 3 a 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. ee - ‘i as ae 
Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) 


Page 


959 


960 
964 


968 
972 
973 
974 
974 
977 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, more drastic legislation with 
regard to the Closing of Shops and the Hours of Shop Assistants is re- 
quired.—(Mr. Shackleton). 


Town DEVELOPMENT. 


Mr. P. W. Wilson (St. Pancras, 8.) Si - ie at <a ee 
Mr. Jowett (Bradford, W.) .. ae ie ste oe ve «. 982 


Motion made and Question proposed—‘“ That in the opinion of this House, 
local authorities should be granted by legislation the power of laying out 
suburbs for building upon a rational plan, which shall include adequate 
air space, convenient grounds for recreation, and facilities for loco- 
motion, so preventing the grave evils which result from overcrowding 
in and around great cities.”’—(Mr. P. W. Wilson.) 


Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) S& sx a Se .. 986 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 987 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, local authorities should be 
granted by legislation the power of laying out suburbs for building 
upon a rational plan, which shall include adequate air-space, con- 
venient grounds for recreation, and facilities for locomotion, so prevent- 
ing the grave evils which result from overcrowding in and around great 


cities.—(Mr. P. W. Wilson.) 


NEW BILLS. 


In -est.—Bill to provide for the punishment of Incest, ordered to be brought in 
by Colonel Lockwood, Sir John Kennaway, Mr. Crossley, Mr. Henry Joseph 
Wilson, Mr. Goddard Clarke, Mr. Maclean, Mr. John Wilson, and Mr. George 
Hardy. 


Incest Bill. —“ To provide for the punishment of hicest,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 173] .. 52 ae a si 5 oie <n) So 


Ways anp Means [247TH Aprit] Report. 


Postponed Proceeding on Consideration of First Resolution, reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, “ That Income-tex shall be charged 
for the year beginning the sixth day of Apvil, nineteen hundred anid 
seven, at the rate of one shilling in the pound,” resunied. 


ee 


Motion made, and Question, ‘ That further Consideration of the said Resolu- 
tion be now adjourned.”—(Mr. Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be further considered upon Monday next. 


Subsequent Resolutions to be considered upon Monday next. 
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Bill ordered, upon the Resolutions reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means of the 18th April and agreed to this day, to be brought in by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. McKenna, and Mr. Runciman... -- 991 


Adjourned at a quarter after Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 2np MAY, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that no Stending 
Orders are applicable to the following Bill :—Canal Tolls and Charges (New 
Junction Canal) Order Confirmation [H...]. 

The same was ordered to lie on the Table .. i oe 995 

PasLtey CuILpreN Leaitimisation.—Petition of Thomas Hamilton Sabine 
Pasley, residing at Northlands, Cowes, in the Isle of Wight, praying fun 
leave to 1itroduce a Bill to declare legitim: ite certain children of Thoms 
Hamilton Sabine Pasley, together with a copy of the proposed Bill annexed 
there to; read, and selereed to the Examiners =n as ts .. 993 


Mureay GrimsHaw’s Divorce (VALIDATION).—Petition of William toward 
Murphy G.imshaw, of 109, Cromwell Road, South Kensington, in the county 
of London, praying for leave to present a Bill to remove doubts as to the 
validity of a certain Decree, dated 30th October, 1893, of the High Court 
of Justi-e (Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division) dissolving the 
m iriage solemnised on the 16th November, 1880, between William :ioward 
Murphy Grimshaw and Mary Evalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw, then Mary 
Hvalina Julia Woodward, spinster, and to confirm the said Decree, was 
presented, and read: Ordered that the said petition be taken into consider- 
ation on Monday the 13th instant and that notice thereof be given to the 
sail Mary Kvalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw : Leave given to the Petitioner 
and to the said Evalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw to be heard by Counsel at 
the Bar upon the said petition .. “i +2 iy ‘% “s 993 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill aa }.— 


Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments... -- 993 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill - } Mi aici from 
the Sele:t Committee, with Amendments ss 994 


Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and Dukinfield (District) Water- 
works Bill [#..|.—Report from the Select Committee, Tha* the Committee 
continued sitting this day in the absence of the Marquess of Zetland ; read, 


and ordered to lieonthe Table .. fe a st 3s =f .. 994 


Richmond (Surrey) Electricity Supply Bill.—Read 2°, and committed .. 994 


Gas Companies (Removal of ee saaapenennia Bill; Bas'ngstoke 
Gas Bill.—Read 3°, and passed .. ' ae .. 994 
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Buckhaven Dock Bill | #.v.].— Reps xt fro: n the Bel ¢ Committee, 


, 
expedient to proceed itn with the Bill; wri und ordered to lie on the 


{y ible 


hat it is not 


Birkenhead Corporation Water Bill |1.L.}.—Report from the Committe > o 
Sele:tion, That the Lord de Mauley be proposed to the House as a Meniber 
of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Lord Teyaham ; 
read, and agreed to 


Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District Water Bill [1.L.|.—The 
Order made on the 25th of April last, appointing certain Lords the Select 
Committee to consider the Bill, discharged 


Worthing Gas Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read la; and referred 


to the Exammers 


London Government Scheme ss aia a wie Bill.—Read 


3* (ac ‘cording to orde r), and passed 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALLOTMENTS AND SMALL Ho.pines.—Memorandum of evidence contained in 
Parliamentary Papers as to the demand for allotments and small holdings 
nd as to the difficulty of obtaining land for those purposes 


Treaty Series, No. 12 (1907).—Exchange of notes between United Kingdom 
and Grermany respecting the estates of deceased seamen, 16th February— 
24st March, 1907 


TrapDE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No, 3770. Saxony (Chemnitz). 
No. 3771. Turkey (Palestine). 
No. 3772. Venezuela (Carac as) 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE (IRELAND).—Appendix to the Report of the Viceregal Com- 
mission on Arterial Drainage (Ireland). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Suop Hovrs Act, 104 (Crry of Manchester.)—Order made by the Council of 
the City of Manchester, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain classes of shops within a 
certsin part of the city ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordere:| 
to lie on the Table ; 


NEW BILLS. 


Factory and Workshop Bill [x.1.|.—A Bill to amend the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, with respect to laundries, and to extend that Act to certain 
institutions, and to provide for the inspection of certain premises—Was pre 
sented by the Earl Beauchamp ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 24 on 
Tuesday the I4th instant. (No. 48) 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 


Page 


Qf 


Of 


O94 


Q94 


QO4 


O04 


99D 


QOD 


995 


VOD 


995 





gé 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxi 
May 2.] Page 


Ireland relating to the rural district of Ballycastle, the Bangor and Newton- 
ards Joint Hospital, County Down, and the urban district of Dalkey. Was 
presented by the Lord Denham; read 1*; to be printed; and referred to 
the Examiners. (No. 4%) a = xg ba avs BS .. 995 


SmMaLt HoupineGs. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 995 
The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Eust ( ‘arrington) 996 


Companies Bill [1...].—House in Committee (according to Order). 
[The Ear of Onstow in the Chair.] 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 
Viscount Ridley a - i - a és - «- 9 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 32, to leave out the word ‘ five’ and to insert the 
word * fifty.’ °—( Viscount Ridley.) 


Lord Avebury ee ni a bn i sai .. 996 
The Earl of Granard . ee ox a Se +s “s .. 997 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 3 agreed to 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 
Viscount Ridley vis oh o - Hs - - oo VT 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


The Earl of Granard oe “3 - és sm mp .. 997 


Amendments moved— 


** In page 5, line 14, to leave out the words ‘ a contract which under ’ 
and to insert the words ‘ such a contract as is mentioned in’ ; in lines 15 
and 16 to leave out the words ‘ is required to be filed with the registrar ’ ; 
in lines 16 and 17 to leave out the words ‘ it shall be a sufficient com- 
pliance with that paragraph if the company’ and to insert the words 
‘the company shall’ ; in line 21, after the word ‘ writing’ to insert as 
new subsections : 


VOL. CLXXIII. [Fourtru SEries.] f 
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(2) Such particulars shall be deemed to be an instrument within 
the meaning of the Stamp Act, 1891, and the registrar may, as a condi- 
tion of filing the particulars, require that the duty payable thereon be 


adjudicated under section twelve of that Act. 

(3) The provisions of section seven of the Companies Act, 1900, 
imposing penalties for default, shall apply as if the requirements of this 
section were a requirement contained in that section.”—(The Earl of 
Granard.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Viscount Ridley oe af oe ns me se wi ». 998 
Amendment moved 
“In page 5, line 26, after the word ‘may’ to insert the words 
‘with the sanction of a special resolution of the company, passed and 
duly confirmed in manner hereinafter mentioned, and should such a 


course be desired by not less than 10 per cent. in amount of the share- 
holders with the subsequent approval of the court.’ ”°—( Viscount Ridley.) 


The Earl of Granard a Pee i che ais aie .. 999 
Lord Leith of Fyvie she iy <i ee “ar os oa Poe 
Lord Faber .. $< rc - ae rie oe i .. 1000 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburi) ss se ‘i sms .. LOOO 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ax ™ we ie - 1000 


On Question, Amendment as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
The Earl of Granard ot Bi se as ae es .. 1001 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 7, line 12, after the word ‘relate’ to insert as a new 
sub-section ‘(2) Nothing in this section shall affect any company to 
which the Indian Railway Company’s Act, 1894, as amended by any 
subsequent enactment, applies.’ ”—(The Earl of Granard.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 10, as amended, agreed toe 


Clause 11 :— 


The Earl of Granard ; i ss S a ; .. 1001 
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Amendment moved— 


“ In page 8, to leave out lines 2 to 5.”—(The Earl of Granard. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Earl of Granard 4 ie bs a “s na .. L002 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 10, line 24, after the word ‘ sufficient ’ to insert as a new 

sub-section ‘ (9) Where a debenture containing or giving by reference to 
a deed containing a charge required to be registered under this section is 
renewed by extending the currency thereof beyond the date originally 
fixed, such renewal shall require to be registered under this section as if it 
were a fresh charge.’ ”’—(The Earl of Granard.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 12 to 15 agreed to. 


Clause 16 :— 


Viscount Ridley ao we ins ss “a ae wi -- 1002 
Amendment moved— 
@ 

“In page 11, line 37, after the word ‘company’ to insert the 
words ‘ with the sanction of an extraordinary resolution of the com- 
pany. ”’—(Viscount Ridley.) 

The Earl of Granard .. - “a a is oa i .. 1003 
Lord Avebury oe ue - - .. 1003 
Viscount Ridley 1003 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 16 agreed to 
Clauses 17 to 19 agreed to. 
Clause 20 :-— 
Viscount Ridley “i a vs . - i a 1003 
Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 13, line 19, to leave out the word ‘ two’ and to insert 
the word ‘ twenty.’ ”°—(Viscount Ridley.) 

The Earl of Granard a5 es oe ae ox be .. 1004 


‘On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


f2 
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Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 21 :— 

Lord Avebury = - i om ‘é es rm -- 1004 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 13, line 32, after the word ‘auditors’ to insert the 

words ‘ one at least of whom, in the case of every company whose autho- 

rised capital amounts to fifty thousand pounds, shall be a professional 

accountant.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 

Lord Faber .. es Le a bs ne ee -- 1005 

The Earl of Granard oe sin sh ys ‘ce ms -- 1005 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 13, line 32, after the word ‘ auditors,’ to insert the words 
‘one at least of the auditors shall be a person who publicly carries on 
business as an accountant.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord Ashbourne ee as i it Es Bis ahs .. 1006 
The Lord Chancellor 3% ee is ie Se sy .. 1006 
The Earl of Galloway ie rr ‘a ba - ‘0 .. 1006 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Avebury os 5 a BS ots ae i .. 1006 
Amendment moved—_. 


“In page 14, line 5, at the beginning of Sub-section (3), to insert 
the words “ The balance-sheet shall be signed by two of the directors 
of the company and.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Avebury oe ye és on ~ -- 1007 


Amendment moved— 


Pe | 
x 


“In page 14, lines 14 and 15, to leave out the words ‘ and by the 
company to every shareholder not less than seven days.’ ”—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


Lord Faber .. ed 5s iis $5 - = -- 1008 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ™ ia - - Se .. 1008 
The Earl of Granard oe ae et oe = a .. 1008 
Lord Avebury ae i as eos ei os a .. 1008 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. “ - Ke ue se .. 1009 


Lord Avebury oe jm - wi is - si .. 1009 
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Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Consequential Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Avebury ~ .. 1009 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 14, line 22, after the word ‘ pounds’ to insert the fol- 
lowing new sub-section : ‘(6) Where in any prospectus issued by a 
company any person is named as the auditor the said person shall, 
unless he resign the appointment, continue to be the auditor of the 
said company until the first annual general meeting succeeding the issue 
thereof.”-—(Lord Avebury.) 

The Earl of Granard oh i es a ‘ii a «« 1010 
Lord Ashbourne - 2s ea ve - 7 re .. 1010 
The Lord Chancellor - ‘ es “a - se .. 1010 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. - is o* ee wi .. 1010 
Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 21, to insert the following new clause :— : 

“In the case of companies registered in Scotland the Summary 
mentioned in Section 26 of the Companies Act, 1862, in addition to the 
particulars required to be specified by that section and by Section 19 
of the Companies Act, 1900, shall also specify the total amount of 

. ’ 
debt due from the company in respect of all mortgages and charges.’ ’ 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
The Earl of Granard - se os ws “is si o> OEE 
‘On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 22 :-— 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 14, line 25, to leave out the words ‘ annually forward to 
the registrar with’ and to insert the words ‘ include in.’ °—(The Earl 
of Granard.) 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. - - a i ee .« LOE 

Y » 
The Lord Chancellor .. “ - - “4 - .. 1012 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. a - i ‘i bs .. 1012 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


'> 


"Lord Avebury ns nr es 6s ee . és .. 1012 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 26, to leave out the words ‘ of its affairs.’ ”— 
(Lord Avebury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh... oe ae oe re nt .. 1013 
Amendment moved— 
‘In page 14, line 32, after the word ‘ loss ’ to insert the words “ this 
section shall not apply to a private company unless such company has 


created a mortgage or charge as defined by subsection. one of section 


eleven of this Act.’ ”°—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


The EarlofGranard .. i, e Ks oe te - -- 1013 
Lord Faber .. ; re es . ais - we ca. TONS 
The Lord Chenciilor ae ae Ss os a $5 .. 1014 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. oa “ik ‘ss me v1 .. 1015 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 23 and 24 agreed to. 
Clause 25 :— 
Viscount Ridley - va es ‘a bs Ks be .. LOIS 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 23, after the word ‘ pounds’ to insert the words 
‘ per dav for every day in default.” ”’—(Viscount Ridley.) 


Lord Avebury ee De bs - Ss ae sia -. 1016 
Viscount Ridley ee x ss mt ee 5% fe -. 1016 
The Lord Chancellor < a a4 ¥3 ee iis -. 1016 


On Question, Amendment negatived.. 


Viscount Ridley om - ae = ie Be oe -. 1016 


Amendment moved 





“To insert as a new Subsection : ‘(2) At least twenty-one days 
notice exclusive of the date by which proxies must be lodged must be 
given of all meetings of every company.’ ”—(Viscount Ridley.) 


Lord Balfour of lied pa ea ee - “a -- 1017 
Lord Faber .. - “ ae en a = -- 1017 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed te. 
? Lo) 


Clause 25, as amended, agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 15, line 25, after the word ‘ company ’ to insert the words 
fol ’ ? J 
‘ or direct the suspension of any meeting.’ ”’—(Viscount Ridley.) 
D s y 


Lord Faber .. we - - ee = - as .. 1018 
The Earl of Granard ‘ - “a os - be .. 1018 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 26, agreed to. 
Clause 27 :— 
Viscount Ridley ‘i ns a os a xs - .. 1018 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 15, line 26, after the word *‘ demanded ’ to insert the words 
‘on any resolution whether for adjournment or otherwise.’ ”’—(Vis- 
count Ridley.) 


The Lord Chancellor ar ~ oa - os oh .. 1019 
Viscount Ridley 9s ws _ " xe = oc .. 1019 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 27, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount Ridley ae a ot i aie ae Pe .. 1019 


Amendment moved— 


** After Clause 27, to insert the following new clause, ‘ The follow- 
ing section shall be substituted for Section 51 of the Companies Act, 
1862: A resolution passed by the company under this Act shall be 
deemed to be special whenever a resolution has been passed by a majority 
of not less than three-fourths of such members of the company for 
the time being entitled, according to the regulations of the company, 
to vote, as may be present in person or by proxy (in cases where, by 
the regulations of the company, proxies are allowed) at any general 
meeting at which notice specifying the intention to propose such re 
solution has been duly given and such resolution has been confirmed 
by alike majority of such members for the time being entitled according 
to the regulations of the company, to vote, as may be present in per- 
son or by proxy at a subsequent meeting of which notice has been duly 
given, and held at an interval of not less than fourteen days nor more 
than one month from the date of the meeting at which such resolution 
was first: passed. At any meeting mentioned in this section, unless a 
poll is demanded by at least five members. a declaration of the chair- 
man that the resolution has been carried shall be deemed conclusive 
evidence of the fact, without proof of the number or proportion of 
the votes recorded infavour of or against the same. In computing 
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the majority under this section when a poll is demanded, reference 
shall be had to the number of votes to which each member is entitled 
by the regulations of the company.’ ’—(Viscount Ridley \ 


Lord Balfour of Burleiuh — .. Ns i, i ae ae ~» 1020 
Viscount Ridley és a - i a oe aa ~. Hel 
Lord Atebury .. - es , iit - a és .. 1921 
The Earl of Granard .. a3 : a oy as ae «» 1021 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clauses 28 to 31 agreed to. 
Clause 32 :— 
The Earl of Granard aK ae Be. ; - a .. 1021 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 17, line 5, after the word ‘ dissolved ’ to insert as a new 
sub-section :‘ (3) It shall bethe duty of the person on whose applica- 
tion the order was made, within seven days after the making of the 
order, to file with the registrar an office copy of the order, and if such 
person fails to do so he shall be liable on conviction to a fine not exceed- 
ing five pounds for every day during which the default continues.’ ”°— 
(The Earl of Granard). 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 32, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 33 and 34 agreed to. 
Clause 35 :— 
The Earl of Granard a : = ses - - -. 1022 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 17, line 33, to leave out from the word ‘ person ’ to the 
end of the clause, and to insert the words ‘ acts as a director of the 
company he shall be liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding five 
pounds for every day between the expiration of the said period or 
shorter time and hte last day on which it is proved that he acted as x 
director.’ °—(The Earl of Granard.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 35, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount Ridley is 2 - es és - es .. 1022 


Amendment moved— 


* After Clause 35, to insert the following new clause, ‘ No director 
may vote or take part in any matter or dealing of any kind soevet 
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with or affecting any other business or company in which he is inter- 
ested or concerned unless the fullest disclosure is made in writing of 
his interest or connection.’ ”—(Viscount Ridley.) 
The Lord Chancellor wa “ - - 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 36 agreed to. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. a a ‘ca is = 2 
Amendment moved— 
* After Clause 36, to insert the following new clause, ‘ Notwith- 
standing anything contained in the statute of the Scots Parliament 
of 1696, cap. 25, debentures to bearer issued in Scotland are declared 
to be valid and binding according to their terms.’ ’°—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37 :— 

The Earl of Granard as ee ws os - - ee 
Amendment moved—- 

“Tn page 19, line 25, after the word ‘ debentures,” to insert the 
words ‘together with such a statement as the company if a public 
company would, under the provisions of Section 6 of the Companies 


Act, 1900, have had to file before commencing business.’ ”’—(The 
Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
‘Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Ciause 38 agreed to. 
Clause 39— 
The Earl of Granard is «es ck 2% 
(merdment moved— 
“In page 20, line 5, after the word ‘ classes,’ to insert the words 
‘but provided always that no preference or special privilege attached 
to or belonging to any class of shares shall be interfered with except 
by a special resolution passed and confirmed by shareholders of that 
class independently of the presence or votes of any shareholders of any 
other class, and every resolution so passed shall be a valid special 


resolution, binding all shareholders of such class.’ ”—(Lord Balfour 


of Burleigh.) 


‘On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 20, line 5, after the word ‘ classes’ to insert as a new sub- 
section: ‘(2) Where an order is made under this section an office 
copy thereof shall be filed with the registrar within seven days after the 
making of the order, and if default is made in compliance with this 
provision the company, and every director, manager, secretary, or 
other officer of the company who is knowing!y a party to the default, 
shall on conviction be liable to a fine not exceeding five pounds for 
every day during which the default continues.’ ’”’—(The Earl of 
Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 39, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 40 agreed to. 
Clause 41 :— 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Granard ams os Ea e ie oh ... 1025 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 20, line 17, after the word ‘ relates’ to insert the words 
‘and shall also, on ceasing to act as such receiver or manager, file with 
the registrar notice to that effect, which notice shall be entered by the 
registrar on the register of mortgages and charges.” ’—(The Earl o/ 
Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to 
Clause 41, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 42 :— 
Lord Barnard a Be as a a Ka ni .. 1025 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 20, line 23, after the word ‘ may’ to insert the words 
‘if the Board is satisfied that the conditions and regulations under 
which such licence was granted or is held have not been observed.’ ”— 


{Lord Barnard). 


The Lord Chancellor oe a is ae A. sd s. 1027 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury si sg Se oe Pe .. L027 
The Lord Chancellor "a Ee sf ars de: ses .. 1028 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved — 


“In page 20, line 27, after the word ‘ section’ to insert the words, 
* Before any such licence is revoked under this section the Board of 
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Trade shall give notice in writing of their intention to the company and 
shall afford the company an apportunity of being heard in opposition 
to such revocation.’ ”—(Lord Barnard.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 42, to insert the following new clause: “ For 
removing doubts it is hereby declared that the Commonwealth of 
Australia is a colony within the meaning of the Companies (Colonial 
Registers) Act, 1883.’ ”°—(The Earl of Granard.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Viscount Ridley és ne +s ‘3 a “i - .. 1029 
Amendment moved— 

* After Clause 42, to insert the following new clause: ‘ Section 
fifty-six, subsection two, of the Companies Act, 1862, shall be read 
and construed as if the words therein “ one-fifth part”? had been 
one-tenth part.’ °—(Viscount Ridley). 

The Lord Chancellor 7 wx - - ‘6 6 .. 1029 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 43 and 44 agreed to. 

Viscount Ridley “a - - - - ws .. 102% 
Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 44, to insert the following new clause: “ Any 
condition requiring or binding any shareholder to waive compliance 
with any of the requirements of this Act shall be void.’ ’—( Viscount 


Ridley.) 


The Earl of Granard ee s is oe ee _ .. 1030 
The Lord Chancellor oa -_ os 24 a es .. 1030 


Amendment, by leave of the House withdrawn. 
Clause 45 agreed to. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ee - te “a - .. 1033 
Amendment moved— 
* After Clause 45, to insert the following new clause: “In the 
application of this Act to Scotland. (1) “ Solicitor of the High Court ” 


shall mean enrolled law agent; (2) Where the words “ Board of 
Trade” occur in Section LO: (2) and (3) the words “‘Aceountant of 
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Court ” shall be read in lieu thereof; (3) The provisions of this Act 

with respect to the registration of mortgages and charges shall not 
apply to companies registered in Scotland; (4) Section 41 shall not 
apply to Scotland; (5) All prosecutions for offences or fines shall be 

at the instance of the Lord Advocate or a Procurator Fiscal as the 
Lord Advocate may direct.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

The Lord Chancellor - Ke - es “a re .. 1032 

On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clause agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received 
on Tuesday, the 14th instant ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
50.) 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Seven o’clock, to Mon- 
day next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 2np MAY, 1997. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the Borough of Tower Hamlets (Stepney Division), in the room 
of Sir William Eden Evans-Gordon (Chiltern Hundreds) :—(Szr 
Alexander Acland-Hood)  .. 2% = aS - ne .. 1033 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Worthing Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed oe A .. 1033 


Bristol ceesuamae Bill. —As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time : " de os 6% ss = ne .. 1033 


Great Central Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; me to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed .. +s = ys 1033 


RatLway BILis (Group 5.)—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Committee on 
Group 5 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Commit- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. en _ is ‘e .. 1033 
Raitway Brits (Group 2).—Mr. Soames reported from tlic Committee on Group 


2 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Monday next, at Two of the Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table a re os - .. 1033 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for 
amending certain provisions of the Birmingham Corporation Water Acts in 
regard to repayment of moneys borrowed for the purpose of those Acts, and 
for other purposes.’ Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [Lords] 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill (Lorps).—Read the first time; Re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills se aA 


PETITIONS. 


Borrer AND MarGarRINneE BiLi.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation Acts (AMENDMENT) BrL_.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Inrant Lire Protection BiLi.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor TraFric (LocAL Option) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Anniesland and Jordanhill; Breadalbane; Camelon; Glasgow; Partick ; 
and Whiteinch; to lie upon the Table 


Pusiic HeAttrH Biti.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Pusiic HEALTH (REGULATIONS As TO Foop) BiLtt.—Petition of the Royal Sani- 
tary Institute, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


SaLe oF Inroxicatine Liquors on SuNDAY.—Petition from Kidderminster, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table es - a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MunicipaL EMpLoyers.—Return [presented Ist May] to be printed. [No. 
136.] oo, wk | x ._ we 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE CoMMISSION (I[RELAND).—Copy presented, of Appendix 
to the Report of the Viceregal Commission on Arterial Drainage in Ireland, 
with Minutes of Proceedings, Evidence, and Index [by Command]; to 


lie upon the Table. 


Suor Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of the 
City of Manchester and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops within 
a certain part of the City [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series. Nos. 3770 to 3772 [by Command] ; to lie upon 


the Table .. BS er Ss 


TreATY SERIES (No. 12, 1907).—Copy presented, of Exchange of Notes between 
the United Kingdom and Germany, respecting the Estates of Deceased Sea- 
men, 16th February, 21st March, 1907 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table a "7 $i me ats 
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SHop Hours Act, 1904 (CLostng Orpers).—Address for “* Return showing 
separately for England and Wales, Scotland, and Ireland, to the 3lst day 
of March, 1907, the number of Closing Orders made by local authorities 
under the Shop Hours Act, 1904, and submitted to the central authority 
for confirmation ; the number of such Orders confirmed, (a) with amend- 
ments, and (b) without amendments ; and the number of such Orders sub- 
sequently revoked upon application of the local authority.”—(Mr. Crooks) 1035 


Hast InpiaA FrNanciaAL StaTeEMENT.—Address for ‘‘ Return of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1907-8 and of the Proceedings of the Legislative 
Council of the Governor-General thereon.” —(Sir Henry Fowler.) .. .. 1035 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND).—Return 
ordered, ** showing, for the year ended the 3lst day of March, 1907, the 
amount contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland respectively, to 
the Revenue collected by Imperial officers ; the Expenditure on English, 
Scottish, and Irish Services met out of such Revenue, and the balances of 
Revenue contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland, respectively, 
which are available for Imperial Expenditure (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 278, of Session 1906.” —(Mr. John O'Connor.) .. .. 1036 


Hargovur, &c., Britis (BURNHAM (SoMERSET) Pier Bttt).—Copy ordered, 


of the Report of the Board of Trade on the Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill.” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George) is a = ce Ls a = .. 1036 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PortsmMouTH Dockyarp LAaBpovurers’ Pay.—Question, Mr. Bramsdon (Ports- 

mouth) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson *) a a BA .. 1036 
KryHamM AND Devonport BricKLayers’ Pay.—Question, Sir John Benn 

(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson. . 5% Sa a .. 1036 
RockcHaPeL WaiLs.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Sydney 

Buxton . 1037 
Post Orrice ANNuUITANTSs.—Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) ; 

Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton —.. - = we wid - -. 1037 
Crouch Exp TeLEPpHONE ExcHANGE.—Question, Captain Balfour (Middlesex, 

Hornsey) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton Sr Fe oe ne .. 1038 : 
BoaRD OF TRADE AND ‘THE RailLWay Compeantes.—Question, Mr. Hooper, 

(Dudley); Answer, Mr. Kearley 4 ‘s ek as _ .. 1038 
Lonpon Motor Omnipuses.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; 

Answer, Mr. Gladstone... oe 7 i 7 ae os .. 1039 { 
Kitixprnt Harpour, East Arrica.—Question, Sir C. Hill (Shrewsbury) ; 

Answer, Mr. Churchill —.. Ns 4e re - a oe .» 1039 
Game Protection 1x East Arrica anp Ueanpas.—Question, Sir C. Hill; 

Answer, Mr. Churchill — .. — ue es, is = Qs .. 1039 
Lanp Act GUARANTEE FuNnb.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) 

Answer, Mr. Runciman .. i Ps ve ses i i .. 1040 


Lanp Act Treasury RuLes.—Question, Mr. Ginneii; Aaswer, iir. Runciman 1042 
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Lanp Act Srock.—Question, Mr. J. O’Connor (Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Runciman .. Ns ve - at o% 4 ‘a ie .. 1045 


Irish DEVELOPMENT GRANT AND Irish Lanp PurcHase.—Question, Mr. 
Mooney (Newry) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman a 3 de ~ .. 1043 


ScorrisH SMALL HoLpINGs.—Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. O44 


Horse BREEDING IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. A. Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair - - Ss i Se - 5 .. 1O44 


CamBRIDGE Corrace, Kew.—Question, Mr. Summerbell; Answer, Sir &. 


Strachey 1045 


Kew Garvens Guipe.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; Answer, Sir E. Strachey .. L045 


RoBERTSTOWN Mai. Service.—Question, Mr. J. O’Connor : Answer. Sir. Sydney 
Buxton wis i wa ax a3 oe a a se .. 1046 


MorHeRWELL LICENSING CasE.—Question, Mr. Findlay (Lanarkshire, N. E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. T. Shaw 3% 7 sg we wa 12 .. 1046 


Boarps OF GUARDIANS AND WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION RULE.—Question, Mr. 
Summerbell ; Answer, Mr. J. Burns ina os ‘i ii vr .« 107 


Ipswich Unton Lasour Yarp.—Question, Mr. Summerbell: Answer. Mr. J. 
Burns ‘ 1047 
NEWARK GUARDIANS RELIEF Work Pay —Question, Mr. Summerbe!l ; A cswer, 
Mr. J. Burns ss ‘i - aes ass ha i .. 1047 


GOVERNMENT Lunacy GRANT.—Question, Mr. W. Pearce (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) ; Answer, Mr. J. Burns , 


1049 


PROBATE AND Estate Dury VALUATIONS.—Question, Mr Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. 
Asquith ee ee oe - ‘i ae . os ee .. 1049 


Irish County Counci, Bank AccountTs.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 


S.); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. : , des oe : ‘a .. 1050 
Trish Law OrricErs’ Fres.—Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. Birreil .. 1050 


KILTYCLOGHER Evicrep TENAN?T.—Question, Mr. Dolan(Leitrim, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell és “ id sa - A Ss oa .» LUOR 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
OBSOLETE WARSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow, College); Auswer, ‘Lhe 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. E. Robertson, Dundee) ca ne .. 1051 


MARINE OFFicers.—Question, Mr. G. Greenwood (Peterborough); Answer, 
Mr. Robertson - ne he ie - 6g om .. 1952 


20sYTH.—Questions, Mr. ©. E. Price (Edinburgh, Central), Mr. Watt. Sir G. 
Parker (Gravesend), Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis), Major A. Gray (St. 
Andrews Burghs) Mr. Morton (Sutherland) Mr. A. Cross (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) ; Answer, Mr. E. Robertson ie, se ae = -- 1052 
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GARRISON ARTILLERY MILITIA.—Question, 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Mr. Fell (Great Y _ ; Answer, 
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173 Pus.ic Petitions ComMITTEE.—Second Report brought up, and read; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed a a - ‘~ re .. 1086 

174, SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection that they had discharged the 

74 following Members from Standing Committee A: Mr. Harold Cox and 


Mr. Theodore Taylor ; and had appointed in substitution: Dr. Shipman 
7D and Mr. Ridsdale. 


: Sir WILt1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee 
Nia that they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
B: Sir John Baker; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Theodore 
76 Taylor. 


Sir WiLL1AM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee 


76 : ; * 2 . : 
as that they had discharged the following Member from Standing Committee 
Jon B (in respect of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill) : Mr. Fether- 
sa stonhaugh ; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of the Land Law 
(Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill): Mr. Moore. 
NT 


Sir WiLLtAM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee 
that they had discharged the following Members from Standing Committee 
C (in respect of the Patents and Designs Bill): Mr. Maddison, Mr. Alden, 
178 Sir John Benn, and Mr. Hart Davies ; and had appointed in substitution 
(in respect of the Patents and Designs Bill); Mr. John Ward, Mr. Dunn, 
Mr. Brunner, and Mr. Mond. 


78 
Sir Witttam Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee 
75 that they had added to the Standing Committee on Scottish Bills the 
cis following fifteen Members (in respect of the Small Landholders (Scotland) 
Bill): Mr. Seddon, Mr. Vivian, Mr. Brace, Mr. Hugh Law, Mr. McHugh, 
7 Mr. M’Killop, Mr. James Mason, Viscount Helmsley, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, 
Mr. Abel Smith, Sir Samuel Scott, Mr. Long, Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr. 
Lambton, and Captain Balfour. 
IR) 


Sir Witt1am Brampton GurDON further reported from the Committee 
that they had added to the Standing Committee on Scottish Bills the 
fal following fifteen Members (in respect of Liquor Traffic (Local Option) 
(Scotland Bill): Mr. Thomas Richards, Sir Walter Nugent, Mr. Sheehy, Mr. 
. Boland, Mr. Lief Jones, Mr. Sherwell, Mr. Charles Roberts, Mr. Nield, 
81 Captain Faber, Mr. Ratcliff, Viscount Castlereagh, Mr. Remnant, Captain 
Craig, Mr. Meysey-Thompson, and Mr. Watson Rutherford. 


81 Reports to lie upon the Table a ei 44 - ‘A .. 1086 
52 NEW BILL. 
123 Local Authorities (Taxation and Purchase of Land) Bill.—‘ To provide 
for the Taxation and Purchase of Land by Local Authorities,” presented 
by Mr. Thomasson ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. Wedgwood, Mr. Cremer, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Harwood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. 
183 Alexander Harvey, Mr. John Robertson, and Mr. Snowden ;_ to be read a 


second time upon Thursday, 30th May, and to be printed. [Bill 174.] .. 1087 
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Suppiy [7th ALLoTTED Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair.] 


Crvit SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATEs, 107-8. 


Cxass III. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£36,985, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Commissioner of Police, the Police Courts, and the Metro- 
politan Police Establishment of Dublin.” 


Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) ve x3 5 .. 1088 
Mr. J. P. Nannetti (Dublin, Colleye Green) mn oy - .. L095 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£36,885, be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Patrick White). 


Mr. McKean (Monaghan, 8.) = We a st .. 1098 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) i vs MAOZ 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell. Bristol, N. ) “ .. L106 
Mr. Kettle (Tyrone, FE.) .. ; ee .. L109 


Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Crass II. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£24,568, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending or the 3lst day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Office of Public Works in Ireland.” 


Mr, Delany (Queen's County, Ussory) me om - <i sn AMS 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £24,468 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Delany.) 


Mr. Moore (Armagh, N.) .. ie = oo eG iis sis EO 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.) .. bs _ ae Bs: it . 1122 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) : By ie ste - 25 dS 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N ) om a is me vo 2S 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dews - 

bury) .. ae a sie Ae ie .. 1126 
Mr. John O'Connor (Kildare, N Bye sai v ne sie = . 2 OSB 


Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8S.) .. ie i 7 es si ~« ST 
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And, it being a quarter-past Eight of the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 
Lower THAMES TUNNEL RatLways BILL (By URDER).—Second Reading deferred 
till Thursday next . a a ais és ae i wi .. 1138 
Suppiy (Civ, SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES). 
Postponed Proceeding on Question, “ That a sum, not exceeding £24,468, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of Public Works in Ireland.’ —(Mr. Delany,)—resumed. 
Mr. Duffy... “a - es - es ‘ ifm .. 1138 
Mr. Nannetti OF ok i - ‘ - ps .. 1138 
188 Question put, and negatived. 
ND Original Question, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £24,558, be granted to His 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the vear ending on the 31st dav of 
March, 1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Public Works 
198 in Ireland,” put, and agreed to. 
102 
“es 3. £46,411, to complete the sum for Local Government Board, Ireland. 
) 
{ 
sia Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) 7 oa Be 4 is ow LESS 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) i“ i ee as 24 .. 1142 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) .. - oa a an .. . L¥43 
Mr. Birrell és in es a ‘ i ve. we 
Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) “i _ ‘ - .. 1150 
The Attorney-General for Ireland ” Mr. mie Liverpool, Exchange)  .. 1152 
Mr. Moore .. : ws - “3 S18 .. 1154 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) re + és vik - - .. 1155 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, S.) pa “3 ss ” .. 1156 
Mr. James Campbell (Dublin U niversity) a + ii -« SF 
Mr. Birrell .. ‘3 ‘5 i ai .. 1160 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N. ) ai - .. 1161 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and « {berdeen Universities). - .. 1162 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ai aa <h ‘3 .. 1163 
113 
Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next; Comnittee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 
119 
129 Supp.y [25TH APRIL]. 
o P 
ee Resolutions reported. 
96 Navy Estimates, 1907-8. 
AS) 
33 1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,758,400 be granted to His Majesty, 
37 to defray the Expenses of Works, Buildings, and Repairs. at Home and 
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Abroad, including the cost of Superintendence, Purchase of Sites, Grants- 
in- Aid, and other charges connected therewth, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 


“ That a sum not exceeding £837,900 be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Expense of Half Pay, Reserved, and Retired Pay, to Officers ot the 
Navy and Marines, which will come in course of pay ment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1908.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £370,900, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Civil ‘Pensions and Gratuities, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of Murch 


1908.” 
Resolutions agreed to . 1164 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, “‘ That this House do now adjourn ”—(JJr. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to j ee 4 1164 
Adjourned accordingly at four minutes before Eleven o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 3rp MAY, 1/07. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Brighouse Corporation Bill ; Burnley or Bill ; Shanklin Gas Bill.— 
Read the third time, and passed . : fe Se me .. GS 
Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction Railway Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time . 1165 
Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill.—As am°n'e4, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time an ~ ie 1165 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Chester, 
Chorley, Fenton, Hanwell, Rochford (Rural), Scunthorpe, and the Thornton 
Joint Hospital District,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported by Mr. 
Burns ; read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
1165 


Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 175] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Dunstable and 
the counties of West Suffolk and East Sussex and West Sussex,” presented by 
Dr. Macnamara ; supported by Mr. Burns ; read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 176] 1165 
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PETITIONS. 
Epucation (SpectaL Reticious Instruction) BiLt.—Petition from Leicester, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ; . 1165 
Home Work RecutaTion Bitu.—Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, 
against ; to lie upon the Table . 1165 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BiILL.—Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; to lie 
. 1165 


upon the Table 


Liquor TrarFic (LocaL Option) (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions in favour : From 
Dalny ; Edinburgh (two) ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table . 1166 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFrE’s Sister BILL.—Petitions against: From 
Guthlaxton ; and Shrewsbury ; to lie upon the Table .. . 1166 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost of MAINTENANCE.)—Petition from Guisborough, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table “i ' . 1166 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHILDREN BiLt.—Petition of the Scottish Branch of 
the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table 1166 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Waire Stave Trarric (INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE) (MISCELLANEOUS, No. 2, 
1907).—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the International 
Conference on the White Slave Traffic, held in Paris, October, 1906 [by 


Command]; to lie upon the Table 1166 


Harsovr, Erc., Brtts (BuRNHAM (Somerset) Pier Brii).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 2nd May ; Mr. Lloyd-George] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 137] és i - - .. 1166 


ArkLow Harsour.—Copy presented, of Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
missioners and Statement of Accounts for 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table a6 : es . 1166 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


TIr1sH RESIDENT MaGIstRATES—NaAMEs,* AGEs, RELIGIONS, AND SALARIES.— 


Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Birrell és .. 1166 
ReE.iGcious Views oF Irish Orrictats.—Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh; Answer, 

Mr. Birrell z os i re . 1169 
Roman Catnorics tv Royat Irish ConsTABULARY.—Question, Mr. J. Mac- 

Veagh ; Answer, Mr. Birrell ; ee B a ; 1170 
Houses IN IReLanD VaLuED aT £2 orn Less.—Question Mr. J. MacVeagh ; 

Answer, Mr. Runciman ie 1170 
ADMINISTRATION OF IRISH AFFAIRS.—Question, Mr. Higham (Yorkshire, W.R., 

Sowerby) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. $i « AV 
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Compulsory Weighing and Measurements Bill.—Order for Second Reading 


reac. 
Mr. George Roberts (Norwich) 
Mr. Hodge (Lancashire, Gorton) 


Motion made and Question proposed “‘ That this Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


W.) : 
Lord Raion (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Mr. Byles (Salford, N.) vn 
Mr. Watt (Glasgow College) 


The Secretary of State for the Home = (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
for Monday next.—(Mr. Geo. Roberts.) 


Intestate Husband’s Estate (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) : we 
Mr. J. M. Henderson (Aberdeenshire, W.).. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this Bill be read a second time.” 
—(Mr. Crombie.) 


Sir F. Banbury (City of London) 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Thos. Shaw, Haw ick Burghs) 
Lord Baicarres ‘ és ay #) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Pp : 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House.”-—(ZLord Balcarres.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 8; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 155.) 
Bill committed to a Standing Committee. 


Limited Partnerships Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rotherham) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


ume 


Sir F. Banbui ry = e 

Sir A. Torrance (Glasgow, Central) .. 

Sir F. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 

Mr. Beaie (Ayrshire, 8S.) .. 

Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, W ellington) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir A. Acland Hood). 
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The Under-Secretary of State for the Home ween (Mr. Herbert 
Samuel, Yorkshire, Cleveland) . ms ie .. 1198 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed to a Standing Committee. 


Jurors (Expenses) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) .. Pe re de .. 1199 


And notice being taken at twenty minutes before Three of the Clock that 
40 Members were not present the House was told by Mr. Deputy- 
SPEAKER, and 19 Members only being present Mr. Deputy-SPEAKER 
retired from the Chair until Four of the Clock when the House was 
again told by Mr. Speaker, and 33 Members only being present, 
the House was adjourned by Mr. SpeaKER without a Question first 
put till Monday next. 


Adjourned at Four o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 6ra MAY, 1907. 
The Lord Hawke took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) [H.L.]; 
Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Surrey, ete.) [H.L.] : 
Port Talbot Railway and Docks; South-Eastern, and London, Chatham 
and Dover Railways; Taff Vale Railway; London and North-Western 
Railway (Superannuation Fund) ; Grays and Tilbury Gas ; Swansea Harbour. 


Also the Certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable 
to the following Bills :—Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 1) ; Land 
Drainage Provisional Order (No. 2). 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 1201 
Maidstone Gas Bill.—The Cuatrman or ComMirrees informed tie House 


that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The order made on the 
24th of April last discharged. and Bill committed - ; mae .. 1201 


Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [u.1.]; Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) 
Bill [#.1.]; Kendal Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Sewerage Board Bill [H.t.]; Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [u.1.].—Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the Commons .. ae ~: 1201 
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Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill; Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill. —Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Viscount Ridley be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Joint Committee on the said Bills in the — of the Lord Leith of Fyvie ; 
read, and agreed to és . i is ¥e . 1201 


Brighouse Corporation Bill ; Burnley Corporation Bill ; Shanklin Gas Bill.— 
Brought from the Commons, read 14, and referred to the Ruanciners ie +o 4202 


Canal Tolls and Charges (New Junction Canal) wel a 
Bill [H.1.].—Read 2* (according to order) .. . 1202 


Local Government Provisional neni -_ 3) Bill.—Read 2* (according 
to order), and committed. . : : hg me a .- 1202 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


L!RANSVAAL.—Correspondence relating to the introduction of Chinese labourers 
into the Transvaal in excess of the number of licences issued .. a .. 1202 


Epvucation (ScorLanp).—Reports and Statistics relating to continuation 
classes and central institutions, for the year 1905-1906 sr vi .. 1202 


MiscELLANEous No. 2 (1907).—Correspondence respecting the International 
Conference on the White Slave Traffic, held in Paris, October, 1906 .. .. 1202 


TRADE Reports : ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 3773. France (Rouen). 5 .. 1202 


HistoricaL Manuscripts (Royat Commission).—Calendar of the manuscripts 
of the Marquess of Bath, preserved at Longleat, Wiltshire. Vol. IT. 
Report on the manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Portiand, K.G., 
preserved at Welbeck Abbey. Vol. VIII... $e ae ie .. 1202 


LocaL GovERNMENT Boarp (ScoTLanp).—Twelfth Annual Report of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland, 1906 .. a e = .- 1202 


Aurens Act, 1905.—First Annual Report of His Majesty’s Inspector under 
the Aliens Act (Part I.), and a Statement with regard to the Expulsion of 
Aliens (Part IT.), in respect of the year 1906 .. 4 mt i .- 1202 
EpucaTion ComMIsstoNnerRS (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the year 1906 .. 1203 


ConcEsTeD Districts (ScoTLanp) Act, 1897.—Ninth Annua] Report of the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secretary for Scotland. 


“zesented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... .. 1203 
NaTIONAL ScHoot TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENston FuND.—Account of receipts 
and payments in respect of the capital and income of the above fund, for 


the year ended 31st December, 1906 ok ts :n “ .. 1203 


ArKLow Harpovur.—Report of the Arklow Harbour Commissioners and State. 
ment of Accounts for 1906 vie - i a - oe -. 1203 
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SuPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 30th April, 1907, declaring that 
Frederick Campion Forger, King’s Yard, Gibraltar, War Office, was ap- 
pointed without a civil service certificate through inadvertence on the part 
of the head of his department. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; 1203 
Pusuic Bitts.—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant to Order 
of the 28th of February last), and to be printed. (No. 51) . 1203 
House of Lords (Reform) Bill [4.u.]—{Seconp Reaptve]. Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Newton 1203 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.’—(Lord Newton.) 
Earl Cawdor 1216 
Amendment moved— 
“ That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the suggestions 
which have from time to time been made for increasing the efficiency of 
the House of Lords in matters affecting legislation, and to report as to 
the desirability of adopting them either in their original or in some 
modified form.”—{Earl Cawdor.) 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of Crewe) .. 1223 
The Duke of Northumberland ss “ne : 1237 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh 1243 
Lord Heneage ae i 1248 
Lord Willoughby de Broke 1250 
Lord Ampthill 1254 
Lord Robertson bs a ‘h a $0 1263 
The First Lord of the Admiraltu (Lor? Twee7*mouth) 1268 
The Earl of Halsbury “a a 1272 
The Earl of Dunraven 128] 
Lord Montagu of Beaulieu 1290 
On Question, debate adjourned till to-morrow, and to be taken first. 
STANDING ORDERS RELATING TO APPEALS.— 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) 1295 


Moved, that Standing Orders Nos. I., V., VIII., and X. be amended as 
follows :— 


Note.—The words in sMALL CAPITALS are to be omitted, and the words 
printed in Italics are to be inserted. 


STanpine OrpeER I.—(Sranpinc Orper I. 1s ONLY APPLICABLE TO DECREES, 
ETC., PRONOUNCED ON AND AFTER THE First Day or NOVEMBER, 1876.)— 
Ordered, that, EXCEPT WHERE OTHERWISE PROVIDED BY STATUTE, no 
petition of appeal be received by this House unless the same be lodged in 
the Parliament Office for presentation to the House within one vear from the 
date of the last decree, order, judgment, or interlocutor appealed from. 
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Iv cases in which the person entitled to appeal BE is within the age of one 
and twenty years, or covert, non compos mentis, imprisoned, or out of Great 
Britain and Ireland, such person may be at liberty to present his appeal to the 
House, provided that the same be lodged in the Parliament Office within one 
year next after full age, discoverture, coming of sound mind, enlargement out 
of prison, coming into Great Britain or Ireland: But in no case shall any 
person or persons be allowed a longer time, on account of mere absence, to 
present an appeal, than five years from the date of the last decree order, 
judgment, or interlocutor appealed against. 


Provided that this Standing Order shall not apply to any appeal from the 
Court of Session in Scotland against a final interlocutor or interlocutory judg- 
ment pronounced before the first day of June, 1907 ; but no such appeal shall 
be received by this House after the first day of June, 1908. 


STANDING ORDER V. 


1. Ordered, that iv ENGLSH APPEALs the printed Cases Case and the 
Appendix thereto be in the Parliament Office within six weeks from the date 
of the representation of the appeal to the House ; 1y Scorcu anp IRIsH 
APPEALS, WITHIN EIGHT WEEKS; and the appeal be set down for hearing 
on the first sitting day thereafter AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THOSE RESPECTIVE 
PERIODS (or as soon before, at the option of either party, as all the printed 
Cases and the Appendix shall have been lodged) ; on default by the Appel- 
lant, the Appeal to stand dismissed. 


2. Ordered, that in all appeals from Scotland the Appellant alone, in his 
printed Case or in the Appendix thereto, shall lay before this House a 
copy of the record as authenticated by the Lord Ordinary ; together with 
a supplement containing an account, without argument or oF statement of 
other facts of the further steps which have been taken in the case since the 
record was completed, and containing also copies of the interlocutors or 
parts of interlocutors complained of; and each party shall, in his case, 
THEIR CasEs lay before the House a copy of the Case presented by him THEM 
RESPECTIVELY to the Court of Session, if any such Case was presented there, 
with a short summary of any additional reasons upon which he means to 
insist ; and if there shall have been no case presented to the Court of Session, 
then each party shall set forth in his Case the reasons upon which he founds 
his argument, as shortly and succinctly as possible. 


3. Ordered, that the printed case ALL PRINTED Cases be signed by one or 
more counsel who shall have attended as counsel in the Court below, or 
hall purpose attending as counsel at the hearing in this House. 


STANDING ORDER VIII. 


Ordered, that in the event of abatement by death or defect through 
bankruptcy, an appeal shall not stand dismissed for default under Standing 
Orders Nos. III., IV., V., provided that notice of such abatement or defect 
be given by a letter from the Appellant's Agent BY LETTER addressed to the 
Clerk of the Parliaments and lodged in the Judicial Office prior to the ex- 
piration of the period limited by the Standing Order under which the appeal 
would otherwise have stood dismissed. 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. cix 
May 6.) Page 


Ordered, that all appeals marked on the Cause List of the House as 
abated or defective shall stand dismissed unless within three months from 
the date of the notice to the Clerk of the Parliaments of abatement or defect, 
if the House be then sitting, or, if not, then not later than the third sitting 
day of the next ensuing sittings of the House, a petition shall be presented 
to the House for rev iving the appeal or for rendering the same effective 


age 


Ordered, that when an appeal has abated or become defective ajter the 
printed cases have been lodged, and it is subsequently revived or rendered effec- 
tive, WHERE ANY PARTY OR PARTIES TO AN APPEAL SHALL DIE PENDING THE 
SAME, SUBSEQUENTLY TO THE PRINTED CASES HAVING BEEN LODGED, AND THE 
APPEAL SHALL BE REVIVED AGAINST HIS OR HER REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRE- 
SENTATIVES AS THE PERSON OR PERSONS SO DYING AS AFORESAID, a Supple. 
mental Case shall be lodged by the Appellant PARTY OR PARTIES SO REVIVING 
THE SAME RESPECTIVELY, STATING setting forth the Order or Orders made by 
the House IN sUCH CASE reviving the appeal or rendering the same effective. 


The like rule shall be observed by the Appellant and Respondent re- 
spectively, where any person or persons shall, by leave of the House, upon 
petition or otherwise, be added as a party or parties to the said appeal after 
the printed cases in such appeal shall have been lodged. 


STANDING ORDER X. 


Ordered, that the Clerk of the Parliaments shall appoint such person as 
he may think fit as Taxing Officer, and in all cases in which this House shall 
make any order for payment of costs by any party or parties in any cause, the 
amount thereof to be certified by the Clerk of the Parliaments, WITHOUT SPECIFY- 
ING THE AMOUNT, the Taxing Officer shall MAY, UPON THE APPLICATION OF 
EITHER PARTY, tax the Bill of the costs so ordered to be paid, and ascertain the 
amount thereof, and report the same to the Clerk of the Parliaments or Clerk 
Assistant: And, it is further ordered, that the same FEES fee shall be de- 
manded from and paid by the party applying for such taxation for and in 
respect thereof as 7s ARE now charged or shall be fixed by any resolution of 
this House CONCERNING SUCH FEES ; and such fee shall be added at the foot of the 
said Bill of Costs as tared THE TAXING OFFICER MAY, IF HE THINK FIT, EITHER 
ADD OR DEDUCT THE WHOLE OR A PART OF SUCH FEES AT THE FOOT OF HIS 
REPoRT: And the Clerk of the Parliaments or Clerk Assistant may give a 
certificate of such costs, expressing the amount so reported to him as aforesaid 
and in his certificate, as well as in the Taxing Officer's Report, regard shall be 
had to the sum of £200 where that amount has been paid in to the account 
of the Security Fund Account of the House as directed by Standing Order 
No. 4; and the amount in money certified by him in such certificate shall 
be the sum to be demanded and paid under or by virtue of such order as afore- 
said for payment of costs. (Zhe Lord Chancellor); agreed to: The said 
Standing Orders amended accordingly, and to be printed as amended. (No. 
52.) 


NEW BILL. 


Employment of Women Bill [#..].—A Bill to repeal section 57 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, and certain words in Section 7 of the Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1887, relating to the employment of women and children 
—Was presented by the Earl Beauchamp; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 53.) a Ss SG oP fa “ a ais .. 1298 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Tweleve o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 67H MAY, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis [Lorps] (StanDING ORDERS NoT PrEviousLy INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—King Edward’s Hos- 
pital Fund for London Bill [Lords]; Royal Bank of Scotland Bill | Lords] ; 
Southend Water Bill [Lords]; Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 
Bristol Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


London County Council (Tramways and ree) Bil]l.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time : 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lords]; Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords]; Man- 
chester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and 
committed .. 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill.—Reported nla do not 


proceed] ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


PETITIONS. 


Epvucation (SpectaL Rexicious Instruction) Bitt.—Petition of the Per- 
sonal Rights Association, Sarum and Wilts, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScoTLanp) Bitt.—Petition from Langside, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. . 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFk’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: From 
Middleton Cheney ; and, Swayfield ; to lie upon the Table 


Pauper Lunatics (Cost or MAINTENANCE).—Petitions for legislation; From 
Swindon ; and, Highworth; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Epvcation (IRELaAND).—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Education in Ireland for the vear 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of omg and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No. 3773 [by anid to lie upon the 


Table 


Locat GOVERNMENT Boarp (ScoTLanD).—Copy presented, of Twelfth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board for Scotland. 1906 [bv Command] ; 
‘9 lie upon the Table ms 
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ConeGesTeD Districts (ScoTLanpD) Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Ninth 
Annual Report of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table xh ie .. 1300 


EpucaTIon (ScorLanp).—Copy presented, of Reports, Statistics, ete., on 
Continuation Classes and Central Institutions (Scotland), 1905-6 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ay = “9 = is .. 1300 


AuieNns Act, 1905.—Copy presented, of First Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Inspector under the Aliens Act (Part I.), and a Statement with regard 
to the Expulsion of Aliens (Part II.), in respect of the year 1906 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ee ei fi a Zé .. 1300 

HistoricaL Manuscripts (Royat ComMisston).—Copy presented, of Calendar 
of the Manuscripts of the Marquess of Bath, preserved at Longleat, Wilt- 

99 shire, Vol. II. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘is ie .. LOL 


‘99 HistoricaL Manuscripts {RoyaL ComMission).—Copy presented, of Report 

on the Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Portland, K.G., preserved 

at Welbeck Abbey, Vol. VIII. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 1301 

oo 

NationaL Desr.—Copy presented, of Return showing; (1) the Aggregate 
Gross Liabilities of the State as represented by the Nominal Funded Debt, 
Estimated Capital Liability in respect of Terminable Annuities, Unfunded 

G9 Debt, and other Liabilities in respect of Debt, the Estimated Assets, and 

the Exchequer Balances at the close of each financial year from 1835-6 to 

1906-7, both inclusive; and (2) the Gross and Net Expenditure charged 

GG annually during that period against the Public Revenue on account of the 

National Debt, and other Payments connected with Capital Liabilities 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ch “s NF - .. 101 


NATIONAL ScHooL TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENSION FuNnp.—Annual Accounts 
99 presented, of Receipts and Payments for the year ended 3lst December, 
si 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ba is ‘i ics .. BOL 


00 SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
30th April, 1907, declaring that Frederick Campion, Forger, King’s Yard, 
Gibraltar, War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
500) through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table 


— 


301 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES.—Copy presented, of Memorandum 
300) of Evidence contained in Parliamentary Papers as to the Demand for 
Allotments and Small Holdings, and as to the difficulty of obtaining land 
for those purposes [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


— 


301 


TRANSVAAL.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the Introduction 
of Chinese Labourers into the Transvaal in excess of the number of Licences 
300 issued [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. #5 ‘ 5a .. 1302 


East [yp1a (Excise Commitrer).—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 
18th April; Mr. Herbert Roberts]; to lieuponthe Table’ .. - »» 1302 
300 QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES 


Mr. DELMEGE’S GLENSHARROLD EstTaTE.—Question, Mr. O‘Shaughnessy (Limerick, 
00 W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell si i sa ee ate ia . 1302 
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Irish Money Lenpers.—Question, Mr. Carr Gomm (Southwark, Rotherhithe) ; 
Answer, Sir John Walton a i" eS ¥ - - as LOO? 


PosTaGE oN CHRISTMAS SUPPLEMENTS.—Question, Mr. J. MacVeagh (Down, 


S.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton < 1303 


PiymovutH Post Orrice REvision.—Question, Mr. J. O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 1303 


Mr. Mackay oF Brora.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Sydney 


Buxton 1303 


BoyLe Movuntep PostMeN.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; Answer, Mr. Sydney 


Buxton 1304 
Income Tax IxcipeNce.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Asquith 1304 
Mapras Estates Lanp BILi.—Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery poroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Morley 1305 
Mr. LanGLey’s GorTNAHOE EsTaTE.—Question, Mr. Kendal O*Brien (Tipperary 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell - = ae - i nf .. 1305 
MILITARY OFFENCES AMONG CAVALRYMEN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Glou- 
cestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. ne 13 .. 1306 
Minitra RESERVE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. .. 1806 
Army Finance.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 1306 
TERRITORIAL Forces INcREASE EstTiImaTe.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane 1307 
New Hesripes ConveNnTION.—Question, Mr. Walrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grey 5H 1307 
COMMITTEE ON THE BANKRUPTCY Laws.—Question, Mr. C. E. Price (Edinburgh, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Kearley 1308 
Bute Licensing ApPEALS.—Question, Mr. Cleland (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Thomas Shay 1308 
Lorp ApvocaTE AND CoLoNEL BaALFrour.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Thomas Shaw .. et x + £808 
Motor Car Bitt.—Question, Mr. Walrond ; Answer, Mr. Macnamara .. .. 1308 
Miuitary DrILt In ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Byles (Salford, N) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna 1309 
LewisHaM Scuoots RirLe AssoctaTion.—Question, Mr. Byles; Answer, Mr. 
McKenna .. is 1309 
PuBLic ELEMENTARY ScHooL BuILpINGs.—Question, Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna = ms aN Rs Ee . 1809 
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Epucation BoarD MepIcaAL DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood (New- 
castle-under-Lyme) ; Answer, Mr. McKeana .. i 1310 


EDINBURGH GRASSMARKET.—Question, Mr. Gulland (Dumfries Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Strachey .. +i ns ee “3 oe .. 1310 


AGRICULTURE AND FisHertrs Grant.—Question, Mr. C. B. Harmsworth 
(Worcestershire, Droitwich) ; Answer, Sir Edward Strachey ix .. 1311 
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\r. Birrell on ‘6 sta % sé ax = des 2 1312 


Muckross Barytes Mrves.—Question, Mr. Edward Barry (Cork County, 3.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a “ 1312 
GALWAY Lanp Grant Depuctions.—Question, Mr. John Roche (Galway, E.) : 
Answer, Mr. Birrell wi 1313 


LAND PurcHAsSE—LoNnGrorb Cast.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Birrell 1313 
Cavan UrBan Councit.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer, 
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Mr. Birrell 1315 
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1316 
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Morley 
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Macdonald (Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill is wd sis xa ESS 


ws 
ah | 


British SerrLers IN THE ORANGE RiveR CoLony.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale 
Armagh, Mid.), Sir Gilbert Parker ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. as .. 1344 


Mr. Apsort’s Ransom FRoM TuRKISH BricgANps.— Question, Mr. Byles ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 1344 


ALBANIAN OUTRAGE AT UsHUB.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray ; Answer, Mr. 
Runciman .. Ee = - 3 3 its e oe »- 1345 








cCXxvi 


May 6.) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Baptist Mission ON THE Conco.—Question,Mr.J. Ramsay Macdonald (Leicester), 
Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Tue Lorp CHAMBERLAIN. 


QJuestion,¥ Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; 


Answer, The Prime Minister andgFirst Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman) $5 yA 


County or Lonpon LicENsING CoMPENSATION FunpD.—Question, Mr. Remnant 
(Finsbury, Holborn); Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. 


ILLEGAL STORAGE OF 


Mr. Gladstone 


Lonvon PostTaAL Service OVERSEERS. 


AMMUNITION.—Question. Viscount 


Turnour ; Answer, 


Question, Mr. A. Allen (Christchurch) ; 


Answer, The Postmaster-Genere! (Mr. Svdney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 


Poplar) 


WaAREHAM POSTMASTER’S GRIEVANCE. 


shire, W.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


CABLE TELEGRAPHISTS’ ALLOWANCES. 


and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Svdney Buxton 


Ness AND BEAULY Fisurry Ricuts. 


Answer, The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 


SmaLLt Hotprines in County RoxpurGH.—Question, 


Mr. Sinclair. . 


Sportine Estates IN ABERDEENSHIRE.—Question, Mr. J. 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair 


Question, Colonel R. Williams (Dorset: 
(Juestion, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney 
Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 


Mr. Smeaton; Answer, 


tamsay Macdonald ; 


Doe Potsonine In SuTHERLAND.—Question, Mr. Morton (Sutherland) ; Answer, 


Mr. Sinclair 


Scottish LANDLORDS’ CLAIM TO SEAWEED. 
(Orkney and Shetland), Mr. Byles, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 


Sinclair 


IrtsH Boarp or WorKsS STAFF. 


Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Questions, Mr. Cathcart Wason 


Answer, Mr. 


(Juestion,Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 


Dupin County Councit anp Lanp Purchase.—Question, Mr. Claney (Dublin 
County, N.); Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Prince BuELOwW AND DIsaArMAMENT.—Question, Captain Craig ; Answer, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman 


Lorps-LIEUTENANT OF COUNTIES. 


Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


Cost oF Poor Law ADMINISTRATION. 


Campbell-Bannerman - 2% ed 


STaTE-AIDED Epucation AN» Universities — Question, Mr. Murray Macdonald 
(Falkirk Burghs) ; 


Answer. Sir H. Campbell Bannerman 


oe 


Question, Mr. Whitehead (Essex, 8.E.) ; 


Question, Mr. Pike Pease; Answer, Sir H. 


Page 


1345 


1348 


1348 


1348 


1540 


1350 


1351 


1352 


1552 





348 


348 


348 


35] 


iH? 


p92 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. exvii 
May 6.} Page 
COLONIAL CONFERENCE—DEBATE ON PREFERENCE.—Questions, Captain Craig, 
Viscount Turnour, Mr. Arthur Lea (Hampshire, Fareham), Mr. Pike Pease, 
Mr. Remnant (Finsbury, Holborn) ; Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerm2n, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fife, E.) os ee -- 1358 


REPORTS OF COLONIAL CONFERENCES.—Question, Mr. Stanger (Kensington, N.) : 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.. ‘a ne i yi .. 1360 


LAND VALUATION (ScoTLaND) Brit.—Question, Mr. C. E. Price’ (Edinburgh, 
Central), Captain Faber, Lord R. Cecil, Mr. Lea (St. Pancras, E ) ; Answer, 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman —.. ae 3 = - ai .- 1360 


IntisH Counci, Bitt.—Question, Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.), Captain Craig ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. - a, a ae a. 136E 


PoLiTicAL P#NsIons.—Question, Mr. Watt; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 


man.. ars 1362 


Pactric IsLanDERS AcT.—Question, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson ; Answer, Sir H. 


Campbell-Bannerman —.. ; 1362 
BLiocktinc Motions AND BiILis.—Questions, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood), 
Lord R. Cecil ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. ae eid -- 1262 
Advertisements Regulation Bill.—-Reported, with Amendments, from 
Standing Committee A. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 138.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[ No. 138.] 
Sill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into con- 
sideration upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 177] .. ie . BS 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Sir BRAMPTON GURDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection; That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee C (in respect of the Patents and Designs 
Bill): Major McMicking ; and had appointed in substitution (in respect of 
the Patents and Designs Bill) : Mr. Timothy Davies. 
Report to lie upon the Table 7 és - +“ - .. 1364 
Small Holdings (No 3) Bill.—Order for Second Reading upon Friday read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn. i ia oe aa Ks .« 134 


BUSINESS OF THE HoUse. 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill (ALLocatrion or Time). 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Proceedings on the Motion for 
the Allocation of Time for the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, if 
under discussion at Eleven o’clock this night, be not interrupted under 
the Standing Order (Sittings of the House).”’—(Sir H. Campbell- 
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BusINESS OF THE House. 


Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill (ALLocarion or Time). 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the shane (Sir H. Campbellt- 
Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) ix : - Py 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Committee stage and 


Report stage of the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, including the 
Financial Resolution relating thereto, shall be proceeded with in the 
following manner: (a) That Clauses | and 2 and the Committee stage 
of the Financial Resolution be proceeded with, and proceedings thereon 
brought to a conclusion on the first allotted day ; (4) That the Report 
stage of the Financial Resolution and Clauses 3 and 4 be proceeded with, 
and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on the second 
allotted day; (c) That Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded with, and the 
proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on the third allotted day ; 
(d) That Clauses 8 to 12 be proceeded with, and the proceedings thereon 
brought to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day; (e) That Clauses 
13 to 27 be proceeded with, and the proceedings thereon brought to a 
conclusion on the fifth allotted day ; (/) That the remaining Clauses of 
the Bill and the Schedules, and any new Government clauses and any 
aew Government Schedules, and any other matter necessary to bring 
the Cominittee Stage to a conclusion, be proceeded with and brought 
to a conclusion on the sixth allotted di ay, Ba that the Chairman report 
the bill to the House without Question put ; (g) That two allotted days 
be given to the Report Stage of the Bill, and that new clauses and 
Clauses | to 15 of the Bill be proceeded with on the first of those allotted 
days, and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on that day, 
and that the remaining clauses of the Bill and the Schedules, and any 
other matter necessary to bring the Report Stage to a conclusion, be 
proceeded with on the second of those allotted days and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on that day. 


* After this Order comes into operation, any day (other than a Friday) shall 


be considered an allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill is put down as the first Order 
of the Day, or on which any stage of the Financial Resolution relating 
thereto is put down as the first Order of the Day, followed by the Bill. 


* At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day on which proceedings on any business 


allotted to that day are to be brought to a conclusion, the Chairman 
or Speaker shall, if those proceedings have not already been brought to a 
conclusion, put forthwith the Question or Questions on any Amendmen‘ 
or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next proceed 
successively to put forthwith the Question or any Amendments moved 
by the Government of which notice has been given, but no other Amend- 
ments, and on any Question necessary to dispose of the business to be 
concluded,and in the case of Government Amendments or of Government 
new clauses or Schedules he shall put only the Question that the Amend- 
ment be made or that the clause or Schedule be added to the Bill, as the 
case may be. 


* At 11 p.m. on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is put down 
as first Order of the Day, or if that day is a Friday at 5 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question necessary to complete the proceedings 
on that stage of the Bill. 
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Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not, on any allotted day 
on which proceedings or any business are to be brought to a conclusion 
under this Order, be interrupted under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the sittings of the House. 

“ After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings on the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill (including the Financial Resolution 
relating thereto) stand as first Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion 
on the Bill, nor Motion for Adjournment under Standing Order 10, 
nor Motion to postpone a clause, shall be received unless moved by a 
Minister of the Crown, and the Question on any such Motion shall be 
put forthwith without debate.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 1374 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 1380 
Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 1382 
Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, cia ca 1384 
Mr. Wyndham (Dover) : rs ir 1385 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddingtonsh ‘re) 1390 
Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald A idee -” id . 1394 
Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, FE.) .. 1396 
Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) 1399 
Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out all after the ‘word ‘that’ to the end, in order to 
add the words ‘it is inexpedient that any further Resolutions dealing 
with the allocation of time for particular Bills should be passed except 
as part of a general system by which the liberties of this House shall 
he properly safeguarded.’ ’—(Zord R. Cecil.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words the Committee stage and Report sti age 
of the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill,’ stand part of the Que stion.’ 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) a as ot 1402 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) .. ie as Si . 1404 
Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby} . 1407 
Mr. A. J. Balfour bi os . 1408 
Mr. Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 1412 
Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) - ‘i . 1413 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfeld) 1415 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 324; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 157.) 

Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) .. - o« 1419 

Amendment »roposed— 

“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘including the financial 
Resolution relating thereto.’ ”°—(Mr. Cavendish.) 
Mr. William Rutherford — West — .. 1422 
Mr. Haldane ‘ vk .. 1423 
Captain Craig (Down, E.) a es id os . 1423 
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And, it being a quarter-past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 


Question put. 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill (By Orper).—Order for con- 
sideration, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill, as amended, be now 


CO! isideres ig 


Mr. Morton (Sutherland) .. i ss Me a a .. 1424 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) .. es ; ia ate .. 1426 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Morton.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Kearley Devon- 


port) .. os as a oe ‘ie = “% .. 1427 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) — .. bn i - .» 1428 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) ie 58 fe ate .. 1429 
Mr. E. H. Lam (Rochester) ‘ i 37 he .. 1432 
Mr. Edmund Lam (Herefordshire, Le ominster) Ks ms re .. 1432 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 


Central London Railway Bill. [By Orper}.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Morton .. oe oe ee ou ot ns of =, 14353 
Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Mr. Morton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Kearley .. a ae 6 as Ws se ae oe 1435 
Mr. Moore (Armagh, N.) .. oe ae = av a ee 1436 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and committed, 
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— of the House (Territorial and Reserve Forces) Bill (ALLocation 
oF TIME). 


Postponed Proceeding on Amendment to Question, “‘ That the Committee 
stage and Report stage of the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, 
including the Financial Resolution relating thereto, shall be proceeded 
with in the following manner :—(a) That Clauses 1 and 2 and the Com- 
mittee stage of the Financial Resolution be proceeded with and pro- 
ceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on the first allotted day ; (b) 
That the Report stage of the Financial Resolution and Clauses 3 and 4 
be proceeded with and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion 
on the second allotted day ; (c) That Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded with 
and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion onthe third 
allotted day ; (d) That Clauses 8 to 12 be proceeded with and the pro- 
ceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day ; (e) 
That Clauses 13 to 27 be proceeded with and the proceedings thereon 
brought to a conclusion on the fifth allotted day ; (f) That the remaining 
clauses of the Bill and the schedules, and any new Government clauses 
and any new Government schedules, and any other matter necessary to 
bring the Committee stage to a conclusion, be proceeded with and 
brought to a conclusion on the sixth allotted day, and that the Chairman 
report the Bill to the House without Question put ; (g) That two allotted 
days be given to the Report stage of the Bill, and that new clauses and 
Clauses | to 15 of the Bill be proceeded with on the first of those allotted 
days and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on that day, 
and that the remaining clauses of the Bill and the schedules, and any 
other matter necessary to bring the Report stage to a conclusion, be 
proceeded with on the second of those allotted days and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on that day. 


After this Order comes into operation, any day (other than a Friday) shall be 
considered an allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill is put down as the first Order of the 
Day, or on which any stage of the Financial Resolution relating thereto 
is put down as the first Order of the Day, followed by the Bill. 


At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day on which proceedings on any business 
allotted to that day are to be brought to a conclusion, the Chairman or 
Speaker shall, if those proceedings have not already been brought to a 
conclusion, put forthwith the Question or Questions on any Amendment 
or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next proceed 
successively to put forthwith the Question on any Amendments moved 
by the Government of which notice has been given, but no other Amend- 
ments, and on any Question necessary to dispose of the business to be 
concluded, and in the case of Government Amendments or of Govern- 
ment new clauses or schedules, he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, 
as the case may be. 


At 11 p.m. on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is put down as 
first Order of the Day, or if that day is a Friday at 5 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question necessary to complete the proceedings 
on that stage of the Bill. 

Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not, on any allotted day on 
which proceedings or any business are to be brought to a conclusion 
under this Order, be interrupted under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the House. 
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After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings on the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill (including the Financial Resolution 
relating thereto) stand as first Order of the day, no dilatory Motion on 
the Bill. nor Motion for adjournment under Standing Order 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be received unless moved by a 
Minister of the Crown, and the Question on any such Motion shall be 
put forthwith without debate.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Which Amendment was 


“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘including the Financial 
Resolution relating thereto.’ ”°—(Mr. Cavendish.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Captain Craig ; 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 

Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Sir F. Banbury (City of London) ; 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) 
Mr. Haldane 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Aves, 286; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 158.) 
Mr. Wiyndhain 

Amendment proposed - 

“In line 10, to leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the word 
‘allotted. in line 20, and insert the words ‘the remaining Clauses of 
the Bill and the Schedules, and any new Government Clauses and 
any new Government Schedules and any other matter necessary to 


bring the Committee stage to a conclusion, be proceeded with and 
brought to a conclusion on the seventh. ”°—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words proposed to be left out stand part’ of 


the Resolution.” 


Mr. Haldane ee 
Mr. Auste “ Chamberlain 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 293 ; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 159.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In line 60, at the end, to add the words, ‘ After the passing of 
this order on any day on which any proceedings on the Territorial 
and Reserve Forces Bill. including the financial Resolution relating 

: 


thereto, stand as first order of the day, no opposed private business 
shall be taken.’ ”’—(S7r A. Acland-Hood.) 
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Question, *‘ That those words be there added,” put, and agreed to. 


Main Question, as amended, put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 333 ; Noes. 81. (Division List No. 160.) 


Ordered, That the Committee stage and Report stage of the Territorial 
and Reserve Forces Bill, including the financial Resolution relating 
thereto, shall be proceeded with in the following manner :—(a) That 
Clauses 1 and 2 and the Committee stage of the financial Resolution 

be proceeded with and proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on 
the first allotted dav ; (b) That the Report stage of the financial Re- 
solution and Clauses 3 and 4 be proceeded with and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on the second allotted day ; (¢) That 
Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded with and the proceedings thereon brought 
to a conclusion on the third allotted dav ; (7) That Clauses 8 to 12 be 
proceeded with and the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on 
the fourth allotted day ; (e) That Clauses 13 to 27 be proceeded with and 
the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on the fifth allotted 
dav; (/) That the remaining clauses of the Bill and the schedules. 
and any new Government clauses and any new Government schedules 
and any other matters necessary to bring the Committee stage to a 
conclusion, be proceeded with and brought to a conclusion on the 
sixth allotted day, and that the Chairman report the Bill to the House 
without Question put; (g) That two allotted days be given to the 
teport stage of the Bill, and that new clauses and Clauses | to 15 of 
the Bill be proceeded with on the first of those allotted days and 
the proceedings thereon brought to a conclusion on that day, and 
that the remaining clauses of the Bill and the schedules, and any 
other matter necessary to bring the Report stage to a conclusion. 
be proceeded with on the second of those allotted days and the pro- 
ceedings thereon brought toa conclusion on that day. 


After this Order comes into operation, any day (other than a Fridav) shall 
be considered an allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill is put down as the first Order 
of the Day, or on which any stage of the financial Resolution relating 
thereto is put down as the first Order of the Day, followed by the Bill. 


At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day on which Proceedings on any business 
allotted to that day are to be brought to a conclusion, the Chairman 
or Speaker shall, if tnose proceedings have not already been brought 
toa conclusion, put forthwith the Question or Questions on any Amend- 
ment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next pro- 
ceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any Amendments 
moved by the Government ef which notice has been given, but no 
other Amendments, and on any Question necessary to dispose of the 
business to be concluded, and in the case of Government Amendments 
or of Government new clauses or schedules he shall put only the Ques- 
tion that the Amendment be made or that the clause or schedule be 
added to the Bill, as the case may be. 

At 11 p.m. on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is put down 
as first Order of the Day, or if that day is a Friday at 5 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question necessary to complete the proceedings 
on that stage of the Bill. 
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Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not, on any allotted day on 
which proceedings or any business are to be brought to a conclusion 
under this Order, be interrupted under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings on 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill (including the financial Resolu- 
tion relating thereto) stand as first Order of the Day. no dilatory 
Motion on the Bill, nor Motion for Adjournment under Standing Order 
10, nor Motion to postpone a clause shall be received unless moved by 
a Minister of the Crown, and the Question on any such Motion shall 
be put forthwith without debate. 


After the passing of this Order on any day on which any proceedings on 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, including the financial Resolu- 
tion relating thereto. stand as first Order of the Day, no opposed 
Private Business shall be taken.—(Sir_ H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes after Eleven o'clock. 
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An 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN 


THE 


SECOND SESSION or THE TIVENTY-EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF THE UNITED 


Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN axpo IRELAND, ApPoiNTED TO MEET 


THE TWELFTH DAY OF 


REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING 


FIFTH VOLUME 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, 24th April, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FEBRUARY IN 


OF SESSION 


THE SEVENTH YEAR OF THE 


EDWARD VIL. 


1907. 


having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to he on the Table. 
The orders made on the 4th and 18th of 
| March last discharged, and Bill com- 
| mitted. 


(ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas | 


Bill. 
day next. 

Basingstoke Gas Bill; Keswick Urban 
District Council (Water) Bill. Read 2°, 
and committed. 


Maidstone Gas Bill. Read 2“, and com- 


mitted. The Committee to be proposed 


by the Committee of Selection. 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 
Railway Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons, read 1", and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. 

Portishead District Water Bill [H...}. 


Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 


the consideration of the Bill, no parties 


VOL, CLXXIII. [Fourrn Senies.] 


Read 2", and committed for Tues- | 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877. 
Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the 
| Prison Commissioners for Scotland, being 
}the Sixty-eighth Annual Report on 
| Prisons in Scotland. 
| 


| LAND LAW ‘IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 
| Return of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
| 31st March, 1907. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF SWANSEA), 
Order made by the council of the 
county borough of Swansea, and con- 
firmed by the Secretary of State for the 


A 








3 Petitions, 


Home Department, fixing the hours of 
closing for certain classes of shops within 


the county borough. Laid before the | 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to | 


lie on the Table. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [H.1. }. 


Order of the Day for the House to be | 


in Committee, read, and discharged. 


RULE COMMITTEE BILL [H.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 


order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; | 


and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


House adjourned at twenty-tive | 


minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 24th April, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





North East London Railway Bill. As | 


amended, considered: to be read the 


third time. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 6). 


The CHarnMAN of Ways and Means | 


informed the House that, the Committee 
on Group 6 of Railway Bills not being 
appointed to meet until To-morrow, the 


parties opposing the London County 


Council (Tramways and Improvements) | 


Bill. which was set down for considera- 
tion upon the first day of the meeting of 
the Committee, had appeared before him 
and proved that the evidence of Sub- 


Divisional Inspector Arthur Sims, of the | 


Y Division of the Metropolitan Police, of 
Platt Street Police Station, Saint Pan- 
cras, N.W., was essential to their case, 


and that his attendance could not be pro- | Arbroath 
cured without the intervention of the | Bannockburn ; 
| Bonhill; Breughty Ferry; Callander ; 

Chrv- 


House. 
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Gloup 6 of Railway Bills to-morrow, at 
half-past eleven of the clock. 


Watford and Edgware Railway Bill. 
Reported [preamble not proved]; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 5). 
Sir Lewis M Iver reported from the 


| Committee on Group 5 of Railway Bills ; 
| That, for the convenience of parties, the 
'Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
| next, at eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 





BUTTER AND MARGARINE BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Trade Protec- 
tion Society. in favour; to lie upon the 


Table. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Rhymney, in favor: t 
lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions against; From Edinburgh, 





| 
| 
| 


and, Leith; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS. 
Two petitions from Trafford Park, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL. 

| Petition of the Scottish Trade Protec- 
ition Society, in favour; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions against; From Arbroath: 
Dumbarton; Edinburgh: Glasgow ; 
| Mid Argvll: Portobello; Selkirk; and, 
| Shettleston : to lie upon the Table. 





| LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) (SCOT- 
| LAND) BILL. 


| 
Petitions in favour: From 

(two) : Banchory 

Bervie ; 


| Calton ; Camelon ; Campbeltown ; 


Ordered, That Sub-Divisional Inspector | ston; Coalburn ; Cuminestown ; Dollat 
Arthur Sims do attend the Committee on | (two) ; 


Dumbarton: Dundee 


Annan ; 
Ternaw ; 
Bishopbriggs : 


(six) : 
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5 Returns, 
Edinburgh (five); Falkirk (three) ; 


Fraserburgh; Galashiels; Garlieston ; 
Girvan; Glasgow (eighteen); Gourdon 
Grangemouth ; Greenock; Johnstone; 
Keith ; Kilmarnock ; 


kintilloch (two); Larkhall — (two) ; 
Lauder; Maxwelltown; Milltown; Mil- 
nathort ; Motherwell; Muirkirk ; Nits- 
hill; Partick; Perth (two); Portessie ; 


tosehearty ;  Saltcoats; Scotstown : 
Shettleston ; Stran- 
raer (two) : Uddington ; Whiteinch (two): 
and, Wynde; to lie upon the Table. 


Sorbie : Stevenston ; 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL VETO) BILL 
Petition from Staveley, in favour: to 
lie upon the Table. 


WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petition from Lewisham, against: to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAINTEN.- 
ANCE). 
Petition for legislation ; from Burnley 
and Hastings ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (REGULATIONS AS TO | 


FOOD) BILL. 

Petition of the Scottish Trade Protee- 
tion Society, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING 

SUNDAY. 
from West Stockwith, for 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS ON 


Petition 
prohibition ; 


SALE OF WHISKEY BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Trade Protee- 
tion Society against; to le upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF TRADE (REPORTS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 25rd April; Mr. Lloy I-Greorge) : 
to lie upo! the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 126.] 
LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 
TION NOTICES). 


Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 


1887 (EVIC- 


{24 Aprit 1907} 


Kineardine ; Kir- | 


Reports, &e. 6 


; 3lst March, 1907 [by Command]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

| Copy presented of Order made by the 
Council of the County Borough of Swan- 
sea, and confirmed by the Secretary oi 
State for the Home Department fixing 
the Hours of Closing for certain classes of 
Shops within the County Borough [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Twenty-ninth 
Annual Report of the Prisons Commis- 
sioners for Scotland, being the Sixty- 
eighth Annual Report on Prisons in 
Scotland, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 1, 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 

respecting the Independent State of the 

Congo [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


1907). 


EGYPT (No. 3, 

Copy presented, of Despatch from the 

Earl of Cromer, respecting proposals of 

the Egyptian General Assembly [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


1907). 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Miscellaneous Series. 
No. 659 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic an: 
Consular Report, Annual Series, Ne. 
3768 [by Command]; to he upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL CONTRIBUTIONS (IRELAND). 
all Moneys COl- 


tributed out of fhe rates by the count 


feturn ordered, ** of 


and other local bodies in ea 

county in Ireland during the finanei.! 
vear 1906-7, for the purposes of scheme 
under The Aegricuiture and Technics 
Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 


council 


Notices filed during the quarter ended } 170, of Session 1906).”°—(Mr. Ginnell.) 


A 2 








(Juestions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Soldiers Employed by the Post Office. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he can state the number of men the Post 
O fice has asked the War Office to supply 
for use in the Telegraph Department 
during the forthcoming summer; what 
number of vacancies on the permanent 


~I 


establishment he has decided to reserve 
for these men: and whether these pre- 
ferential appointments will be at the 
expense of those hitherto reserved for the 
ex-messengers, or from recruited 
from open competition. 


those 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
The military telegraphists recently em- 
ployed in the postal telegraph service 
consist of a group of twelve ex-soldiers 
who are at present engaged as proba- 
tionary telegraphists. These men will, 
if satisfactory, be appointed to established 
posts in the Central Telegraph Office under 
the conditions stated in my Answer 
to my hon. friend on the 11th instant, 
2.e., they will be placed on the same scale 
as that in force for other telegraphists in 
the same office. As my hon. friend is 
already aware from previous Answers, the 
chief object of emploving these ex-soldiers 
as telegraphists is to enable a larger 
number of vacancies to be left for the 
ex-telegraph messengers. These appoint- 
ments will therefore be to the benefit of 
the ex-messengers, and will not result in 
a larger number of ex-soldiers being 
employed in the postal service. 
the above, there are a few soldiers still 
serving with the colours to whom the 
acquisition of a knowledge of telegraphy 
will be an advantage, and who are tem- 
porarily engaged with a view to the re- 
duction of excessive overtime in provincial 
offices during the coming summer. The 
number will probably not exceed twenty. 
As regards these, there is no question of 
appointment on the establishment. 


Besides 


Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether the Estimates 
for the vear ending 31st March, 1907, 
showed that 1,736 male telegraphists were 
attached to the Central Telegraph Office, 
while for the current year the number is 
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Questions. 8 


stated to be 1,659; whether the Depart- 
ment is employing soldiers on telegraph 
duties in this office, paying them 6s. 6d. 
per week for an attendance of fortv-eight 
hours weekly ; and whether he will explain 
why he has reduced the permanent staff 
and resorted to the use of military casual 
laour. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The reduction in the force of male te:e- 
graphists employed in the Central Tele- 
graph Office during the current year 1s 
due to diminution of work in that office 
and has no connection whatever with the 
recent employment of a small number of 
ex-soldiers in that office. As I stated in 
my Answers to mv hon. friend on the 21st 
March and 11th instant, the object with 
which these men are emploved is with a 
view of leaving a larger number of 
vacancies for ex-telegraph messengers 
and not with the view, nor with the result, 
of employing a large number of ex-soldiers 
in the postal service. I have «lready 
explained that it is not a question of 
“casual” labour, nor of 
labour. If these men, after their pro- 
bationary period, are found to give 
satisfaction, they will be appointed on 
the establishment on the same scale as 
that in force for the telegraphists in the 
same office. 


: ° 
chea pening 
I 


Transfers of Irish School Inspectors. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenvnt 
of Ireland whether he is aware that it 
is customary for the Commissioners of 
National Education to transfer their 
inspectors of national schools every three 
vears, and that more than half 
inspectors were transferred at Ist April. 
1906 ; whether he is aware that inspectors, 
as a rule, give unfavourable reports 
against which the Board will allow no 
appeal or re-examination, on their first 
visits to schools, when reports equal to 
the two preceding reports would mean 
promotion ; whether his attention has 
been called to a resolution of the Irish 
National Teachers’ Organisation, request- 
ing that no teacher who had got two 
consecutive reports up to the required 
standard for promotion should be dis- 
allowed that promotion through the first 
report of any inspector ; if so, will he say 
whether the Board will comply with that 


these 
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9 Questions. 


resolution when considering the promo- 
tions during the year commencing the 
Ist instant upon the inspectors’ reports 
for the three preceding vears ; if not, how 
many teachers will be disallowed to first 
grade and first-of-first grade respectively 
through the Board’s non-compliance with 
that request ; and will he, in view of the 
slowness of promotion. impress on the 
Board the desirability of complying with 
the request mentioned. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Commissioners of National Education 
inform me that there is no fixed rule a: to 
the transfer of inspectors from one circuit 
to another. The period for which an 
inspector may be retained in any district 
depends on the exigencies of the service. 
It is not the case, as stated, that in- 
spectors as a rule make unfavourable 
reports on their first visits to schools, 
when reports equal to the two preceding 
reports would mean promotion. In 
January last the Commissioners received 
from the National Teachers’ Association 
a resolution to the effect stated in the 
Question. They do not, however, con- 
sider it necessary or desirable to adopt 
the suggestion contained in the resolution. 
The Commissioners cannot at present say 
in how many cases promotion will be 
disallowed. The question of the promo- 
tion of teachers is one entirely for the 
Commissioners, and I am afraid that | 
cannot interfere with their discretion in 
the matter. 


Endowed Schools Commissioners and the 
Commissioners of Charitable Dona- 
tions and Bequests for Ireland. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.}: To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the En- 
dowed Schools Commissioners and the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations 
and Bequests for Ireland are the same 
persons ; are all permanent charities and 
endowments in Ireland now under the 
control of these bodies; by whom are 
inspectors appointed over the various 
properties and institutions; on whose 
recommendation ; what are the qualifica- 
tions for these inspectorships ; how are 
the inspectors paid, and by whom ; how is 
performance of duty vouched ; and will he 
grant, if moved for, a Return of all the 
charities and endowed institutions now 
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under the control of these two bodies of 
Commissioners, showing the date of 
foundation oracquisition, name of founder. 
nature of property, original and present 
value, annual yield, annual expenditure, 
and how applied. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The two 
bodies of Commissioners referred to co 
not consist of the same persons. The 
Endowed Schools Commissioners, whose 
statutory title is the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland, have control «| 
certain endowments connected with edu 
eation. The Commissioners of Charitable 
Donations and Bequests have vested in 
them certain charitable and pious be- 
quests, and have powers for protecting 
and controlling charities other than those 
vested in them. In this regard I would 
refer the hon. Member to the Acts 7 and 
8 Vic., c. 97, 30 and 31 Vice., c. 54, and 34 
and 35 Vic., c. 102. Inspectors of the 
endowments under the control of the 
Commissioners of Education are ap- 
pointed by the Lord-Lieutenant under 
Section 17 of The Educational Endow- 
ments (Ireland) Act, 1885. The Lord- 
Lieutenant satisfies himself as to the 
competency of the persons whom he 
appoints, and subsequently as to the 
satisfactory performance of the duty. 
The annual fee payable to an inspector 
ranges from £1 Is. to £3 3s., and is 
a charge on the endowment. In many 
cases of small endowments the duty of 
inspection is performed without fee. The 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations 
and Bequests do not employ inspectors. 
I am advised that no public purpose, 
commensurate with the labour involved, 
would be served by the preparation cf 
the Return suggested. To prepare such 
a Return extensive inquiries reaching 
back for centuries would be necessary, 
i would, however, refer the hon. Member 
to the Annual Reports presented to 
Parliament by each of the bodies in ques- 
tion. 


The Land Policy of the Government—The 
Prime Minister and the Demand for 
Land. 

Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Barkston Ash): To ask the Prime 
Minister on what official information he 
has relied in making the statement that 
in one district after another the demand 








i] 


for land for the purposes of use and labour 
is met with blank denial; and whether 
he can lay such information before the 
House, giving the names of the districts 
to which he referred. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 
from the return on The Small Holdings 
Act, 1892, dated August 15th, 185, 
show that county councils were in many 
instances unable to obtain land by 


agreement :— 


that ; 
prospect of 
being able to obtain the 
land. Your Committee, there- 
fore, cannot advise the council to put the 
statute into operation. 


and find 
reasonable 


inquiry 
is no 
council 


careful 
there 
the 
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there. The sub-Committee appointed to 
negotiate for the purchase of land at 


| Haydon Bridge reported verbally that 


The following cases, taken | 


' with the 


they had not been able to nego- 

| tiate the purchase of suitable land. 
Wilts.—At Broadchalk, there 
were seven applicants for small holdings, 
suitable land was pointed out, but the 
Committee were unable to come to terms 
and the proposal fell 


where 


owner, 
through. 
Some specific instances of the diffi- 


*; - ' culties experienced by the rural sanitary 
Bedford.—Your Committee have made | I : 


authorities in obtaining land for allot- 
ments before the passing of the Local 


| Government Act of 1894 may be found in 


Return of 
Land could 


Commons’ 
310). 


of 
1892 (No. 


House 
20th, 


the 
June 


‘not be obtained at all by agreement in 


Cornwall.—The Committee endeavoured | 


to obtain land in different parts of the 
county, 
the land applied for already formed part 
of small tenements, and that in 


> owners were ‘illing to part with | 
the owners were unwilling to part w D! Cumenitoee 


'on Small Holdings in 1890, Mr. 


the land. 

Dorset.—From this inquiry and from 
other sources the sub-Committee believe 
that considerable difficulty would be 
experienced in obtaining available land. 


others | 


but found that in some instances | 


London.—The great proportion of the | 


owners have either refused to entertain 
the council’s advances 
made difficulties by coupling their con- 
sent with impossible or unreasonable 
conditions, 
hitherto been made in this direction. 


altogether, or have | 


so that little progress has | 
| may 


Warwick.—The chairman of the coun- | 
cil reported on inquiry that if land were | 


available, it would be taken up to a fair 
amount by the labourers and tradesmen. 
The Committee subsequently 
that it had not been practicable to obtain 
land, 


Northumberland.—It appearing to the 


reported 


Committee that land at Harbottle. | 
suitable, in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee, for small holdings cannot be 


obtained, resolved that an intimation to 
that effect be given to the applicants 
there. It appearing to the Committee 
that land at Leamington suitable, in the 
opinion of the Committee, cannot be 
obtained, resolved that intimation to 
that effect be given to the applicants 





the rural districts of Buckingham (Bucks.), 
Whittlesey (Cambridgeshire), Braintree 
(Essex), Tetbury (Gloucester), Isle of 
Thanet and Blean (Kent), Banbury and 
Thame (Oxford), and Cosford (Sussex). 


In giving evidence before the Select 
of the House of Commons 
Fyffe, the 
College, 
Sussex, 


University 
In 


estates bursar of 
Oxtord, described an 
covering an area of 20 square miles, of 
which no portion could be bought at any 


estate 


price. 

The evidence given before the recent 
Departmental Committee on Small Hold- 
abounds with of the 
practical impossibility in many cases of 
obtaining land. The following 
be mentioned. Lord Onslow’s Re- 
ort on a visit to the small holdings in 
Worcestershire states, ‘“*‘ The men en- 
deavoured to obtain land from a neigh- 
bouring landowner, but rule on the 
estate was not to let more than a quarter 
to labourers.” 


ings instances 


cases 


a 


of an acre 


Mr. Winfrey’s Evidence. 
Question 1989. With regard to the 


parochial parish which includes Holbeach 
St. Mark’s and Eolbeach Bank, it com- 
prises no fewer than 21,133 acres, being 
the largest parochial parish in England. 
The applicants asked altogether for 146 
acres of land, but we were not able to find 
a willing seller under the Small Holdings 
Act in that enormously large parish. 
The Crown has land in the parish, and a 
committee of the county council was 
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13 (Juestions. 


appointed to interview the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests. 
Commissioners to sell us some land; but 
they declined to sell, alleging that it would 
be detrimental to the future disposition 
of the Crown estate. 

Question 1993. In the case of Whaplode 
we advertised for suitable land, and we 
had land eventually offered to us, but at 
a price which the Committee thought was 
prohibitive. It really was prohibitive, 
being about 20 per cent. higher than the 
market price of land in the district. 

Miss Jebb’s Evidence. 

Question 7831. Is it your belief that 
men have gone into the towns because 

hey were unable to get land /—I have 
certainly met with that in a great many 
cases, 

Question 7832. You did meet with it in 
actual practice ?—Yes. 

Question 7909. Probably vou know of 
many cases in which families have left 
the country, and gone to the towns, 
because they could not get land to occupy 
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We asked the | 





as small holders ?—I know of a good | 


many young men, sons of small holders 
or small farmers, having done so. 
Question 7910. And probably vou have 
known of whole families going to the 
towns because it was impossible to get a 


small holding ?—I think I could refer | 
|this and surrounding parishes in South 


vou to cases of whole families if I wer» to 
zo to the different districts I have visited, 


but it is more the vounger men who 


drift from the country into the towns 01 
this account. Of course, it comes to the 
same thing in the end. 
Mr. James Stewart’s Evidence. 
Question 9017. But had you a garden 
at vour cottage to begin with at Rattray / 
—Yes, and then I took an acre. I was 


at the landlord for four years for that | 
I got it because I | 


acre before I got it. 
wanted to keep things together. 


Question 9019. You had difficulty in | 


finding any land ?—Yes. 

The President of the Board of Agri- 
culture informs me that he has this 
week received a petition (copy attached), 
signed by all the members of the Parish 
Council of Moulton, near Spalding, point- 
ing out the pressing demand for land. fer 
small holdings in the re'ghhourhvoc. 
The parish contains 12,000 acres of 
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excellent land, and has a population of 
2,017. Nearly half the land in the parish 
is occupied by twenty tenants, three of 
them holding nearly 3,000 acres. There are 
151 allotment holders in the parish, but 
they can make no progress owing to the 
impossibility of obtaining more land. 


| The average rent of the existing small 


holders is about 33 per cent. more than 
the average rent of the larger farms. 
As long ago as 1893 the Small Holdings 
Committee of the Holland County Council 
received applications for small holdings 
and held an inquiry in the parish, but 
no land could be obtained, and, though 
continued efforts have been made since 
that time, the applications still remain 
unsatisfied. At least six other similar 
inquiries have been held in neighbouring 
parishes at intervals since the passing of 


the Act of 1892, but in each case the 
result has been the same. 
(Copy) 


Moulton, Near Spalding, 
April L5th, 1907. 


To the Right Hon. Ear! Carrington, 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 


We, the undersigned, members of the 
Moulton Parish Council. assembled at 
the annual meeting, respectfully desire 
to draw your Lordship’s attention to 
the pressing demand for small holdings in 


Lincolnshire. 

In the past, vacant farms have usually 
been let to progressive farmers : and 
small holders and would-be small holders 
have been passed by. As things are at 
present it is almost impossible for an 
industrious and capable man to hire a 
small holding except at an exhorbitant 
rent. Even at such rent tne ho!'dings 
available are very few. 

This large parish contains about 12,009 
acres of fertile land, nearly all of which 
is suitable for cultivation bv small 
holders. 

Nearly 3,000 acres are held by three 
tenants out of a population of 2,017, 
living in 463 houses; twenty tenants 
occupy nearly half the land in the parish, 
upwards of 5,000 acres. | 

_We believe that this distribution of 
the ‘ana is typical of the parishes in 
South Lincolnshire. 





15 Questions. 


The rents paid by existing small holders | 


run to £5 per acre including the house 
and buildings. There are five small 
holdings in the parish, cultivated as 
ordinary agricultural land, rented at 
£4 and upwards per acre. 

The average rent of all existing small 
holdings is about 33 per cent. more than 
the average rent of the larger farms. 
The larger farms are well equipped as a 
rule with house, cottages, and buildings : 
the small holdings are often 
equipped with buildings. Several 
sons pay a separate rent for a house and 
buildings. and then hire odd fields at 
rentals of 50s. and 60s. per acre. 


per- 


The parish council hires allotment 
land from five landowners which it has 
to let at rents varying from £2 to £3 
per acre, inclusive of rates. This land 
has no buildings of any kind upon it. 

There are 151 allotment holders in the 


parish. Under existing circumstances 
they can make no progress. Several 


of these desire to become small holders. 
There is also a strong demand for land 
from persons who would not require 
houses. But the experience of members 
of this council is that holdings of from 
25 acres upwards with cottages and 
buildings on them are chiefly required. 


There are capable men with monev | 


saved and friends willing to assist, ready 
to take and work such holdings ; hundreds 
more in the future would come forward 
for such holdings if only they could see 
a prospect of obtaining them. 


The parish council desire, if they may | 


to add that where the land is 
suitable, the question of buildings need 
be no obstacle. 
live and afford to pay the same rent as 
paid by the larger farmer and, in addition. 
a fair interest upon any reasonable sun: 
necessary to furnish the land with houses 
and buildings. 
(Signed) F. Webster, Chairman. 

J. France, Vice-Chairman 


do so, 


” 


W. Ginn. 
¥ G. Ventus. 
* H. Aleock. 
‘ F. Cusson. 
ea, B. Peake. 
m S. King. , 
‘5 R. Allison, . : ; 
ee EK. W. Derby. 


2. W. Thurston. 
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Questions. 


(Being all the members, eleven, present 
jat the meeting.) 
| Two young men left the parish this 
| week for Canada. 
| Six of the brothers of the chairman 
‘emigrated to Canada. 


Appendix 3 to the Report of the Select 
|Committee on the Housing of the Work- 
|ing Classes Acts Amendment Bill shows 
'that out of sixty replies received to 
inquiries addressed to rural and urban 
district councils to the causes of 
scarcity of cottages in their districts, 
thirty-seven complain of the difficuity 
‘of getting land, the land is either un- 
/obtainable or the price put upon it is 
prohibitive. The last Report of the 
Medical Officer of Health to the Surrey 
County Council mentions that a proposal 
to adopt Part III. of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act was negatived chiefly 
|on the ground that no suitable land was 
obtainable at a sufficiently reasonable 
|price. The hon. Member will also find 
| some instructive evidence in thepReports 
‘of Mr. Wilson Fox, C.B., to the Royal 
Commission on Labour, well as in 
Mr. Fox’s book on agricultural wages 
during the last fifty vears. 


as 


as 


Street Ambulances for London. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether thie 
Departmental Committee appointed last 
year to consider and report upon the 
question of the provision of ambulances 
for street accidents in London has finished 
its inquiry ; and when its Report will be 
published. 


The small holder can | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I am not in a position at present to say 
when the inquiry will be completed and 
the Report issued. 


| Claims for Indian Lawyers for Judgeship. 


| Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
| Brentford): To ask the Secretary of 
‘State for India, if it is intended to 


‘appoint a sixth puisne judge to His 
Majesty’s High Court at Madras; and 
| whether, in view of the fact that the 
“requirements of the statute have been 





.;complied vith as regards the number of 


|uglish bariister judges and judges 
} ‘ Salt 
‘drawn from the ranks of the Indian Civil 
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Service, and seeing also that only one| results of the investigation, when avail- 


Indian is a member of the court as at 
at present constituted, the claims of 
Indian lawyers will be considered when 
the appointment is made. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The appointment of a sixth puisne judge 
to the Madras High Court has been 
sanctioned. The statute requires not 
iess than one-third of the judges to be 
and not less than one-third 
to be members of the Civil 
When the number of judges was six, it 
Was necessary to appoint not less than 
two barristers and two civilians. Now 
that the number has increased 
to seven the requirements of the Law 
can only be fulfilled by the appointment 
of three barristers and three civilians. 
An Indian lawyer has been appointed 
Advocate General. 


ha rristers 
Service. 


been 


Army List and Colonial Militia and 

olunteers. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Centra!) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if, having regard to the im- 
portance of imparting to the auxiliary 
forces of all His Majesty’s Dominions 
beyond the Seas a feeling that they form 
part and parcel of the Imperial Army, it 
will be possible to arrange for the inclusion 
of the several their 
location, and the names of their officers 
in an annual Army List. 


recognised corps, 


(diswered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
If the hon. and gallant Member will 
kindly refer to pages 1821 to 1903 of the 
Quarterly Army List he will find the de- 
sired information concerning the Colonial 
Militia and Volunteers. 


Small Bore Bullets. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any recent inquiry has taken 
place as to the relative efficiency of 
small-bore bullets of various shapes and 
patterns with regard to muzzle velocity, 
low trajectory, and stopping power ; 
whether the result of such inquiry is 
available to the public. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The question is under investigation, and 
it is not yet possible to say whether the 


| present 5 


and | 


able, can be published. 


‘Conversion of Lee-Enfield Rifles for use of 


Auxiliary Forces. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
conversion of Lee-Enfield rifles for the 
use of the auxiliary forces has yet com- 
menced ; when it is expected to be com- 
pleted; what sum is placed ‘for this 
purpose in the Estimates for 1907-8, 
how many rifles can be converted for this 
remain to 


and how many will still 
the present 


sum : 
be converted at the end o! 
financial vear. 
(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The conversion of the Lee-Enfield rifles 
for the use of the auxiliary forces will be 
commenced this vear. The date of com- 
pletion will depend on the number of 


_ rifles required for the Territorial Army. 


The sum taken in Estimates is £29,800, 
for which 44,000 rifles can be converted. 
The numbers remaining for conversion at 
the end of the vear will depend upon the 
number required for the Territorial Army. 


The Albert Hall Dinner to Colonial 
Premiers—The Kings Colonial Guard 
of Honour. 

Dr. HAZEL (West Bromwich): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that a detachment of His 
Majesty’s auxiliary forces attended in 
uniform and under arms at an enter- 
tainment organised by a party political 
club at the Albert Hall, London, on 
Thursday, 1&th April; whether he gave 
his permission for their attendance; if 
not, by whose permission they were 
and whether he proposes to 
take any further steps to prevent His 
Majesty's forces from being thus identified 
with party political organisations. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The application of the guard of honour 
furnished by the King’s Colonial Im- 
perial Yeomanry at the Albert Hall 
banquet was sanctioned by the General 
Officer Commanding, London District, 


'in accordance with Paragraph 12, Im- 


perial Yeomanry Regulations. I do not 


‘consider that the corps in question 


identified itself with any party political 
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organisation. A unit composed of repre- 
sentatives of British Colonies throughout 
the world and incorporated in a regiment 
of His Majesty’s auxiliary forces would 
appear to be an appropriate body to do 
honour to our Imperial guests at an 
entertainment that was not organised 
for party or political purposes. 


Sale of War Department Land at 
exhill. 

W#Mr. COURTHOPE: To ask _ the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
question of the sale of War Department 
land at Bexhill to the Bexhill Corpora- 
tion is still under consideration; and 
how soon a decision on this question 
mav be expected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane). | 


The matter is still under consideration, 
and it is not possible to say when a 
decision may be expected. 
Cost per man of Horse and Field 
Artillery under the New Scheme. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Farn- 
ham): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he willexplain his estimate that the 
average annual cost per man of the horse 
and field artillery will be only £45 12s. 
under his new 
with £74 7s. 4d. 
system: and to what 


under the old 


causes does he | 
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|amount of the 
scheme, as compared | 
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arm, and partly to the inclusion of the 
special contingent men for ammunition 
columns ; the cost per head ot these men 
being much less than that ot the regular 
The corresponding savings 
under infantry and cavalry of the line 
are similarly due to the inclusion, unde: 
the new scheme, of infantry of the specia| 
contingent and cavalry (Yeomanry) of 
the special service section respectively. 


Salaries of Irish Dispensary Doctors. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to th 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what was 
the total amount of salaries paid in each: 
county in Ireland to dispensary doctors 
in the year 1897; the credit given each 
county in respect of those salaries in 
fixing the amount of the Agricultura! 
Grant ; the total amount of salaries paid 
in the vear 1906 and the additional con- 
tributions towards those from 
sources other than the Agricultural Grant 
or local rates; and the total for each 
county of credits in respect of Agricul- 
tural Grant and other contributions. 


salaries 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The total 
salaries of dispensary 


medical officers in the vear 1897 came to 


| £90,727, of which one-half was recouped 


attribute the corresponding savings of | 
£8 16s. 8d. per man and £6 Os. 6d. per | 


man in the cases of the infantry and 
cavalry of the line respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane). 
The figures given in my reply to a Ques- 
tion put by mv hon. friend the Member 
for the Reigate Division of Surrey on 
the 11th inst..7 for both the present and 
the new systems, represent the average 
annual cost of all those who, on a general 
mobilisation, would be liable to serve 
abroad. For the present system these 
comprise the regular peace establish- 
ment and the Army Reserve. For the 
new system thev include in addition the 
special contingent and the special service 
section of the territorial force. The 
reduction in annual under horse 
and field artillery is due partly to the 
larger Army Reserve to be obtained by 
a shorter period of colour service for part 
of the regular establishment of that 


cost 





+ See (4) Debates, clxxii., 346. 





from the Parliamentary Grant. In arriv- 
ing at the amount which should be allowed 
for the Agricultural Grant in respect of 
union charges, account was taken of the 
amounts actually raised as poor rate by 
boards of guardians in the standard year, 
regard being had to anv exceptional cir- 


cumstances which may have caused a 
variation from the average in accordance 
with section 49 (1) of The Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898. Special 


account was not, however, taken of any 
individual item, and it would not be 
possible to state with accuracy the actual 
credit given to each county in respect of 
the salaries of dispensary medical officers. 
In the vear ended March, 1906, the salaries 
of the medical officers, together with the 
payments for services of temporary 
medical officers, came to £110,134, of 
which it may be taken that somewhat 
less than one-half was recouped from the 
Local Taxation Account. The exact 
amount of recoupment cannot be given 
owing to the limitation imposed by 
Section 6 (1) of the Local Goverment Act 
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of 1902. The salaries of medical officers 
are paid according to unions, and the 
unions are not in all cases co-terminous 
with the counties. The present number 
of unions extending beyond county limits 
is forty-six, but there were more than this 
number in 1897, and no sectional valua- 
tions are available for the purpose i 
that vear, so that a comparative state- 
ment could not be arrived at, which is 
presumably what the hon. Member desires. 


Religion of Royal Irish Constabulary 

stationed at Tipperary. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether all the members of 
the Roval Irish Constabularv now 
stationed in county Tipperary are Roman 
Catholics ; and, if so, will steps be taken, 
and when, to Protestants 
stationed in this county. 


have some 


According 
Roval Irish 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
to the latest statistics the 
Constabulary in county Tipperary con- 
sists of 388 Roman Catholics and sixty 
Protestants. 


Dublin Metropolitan Police—Proportion 
of Roman Catholics and Protestants. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tarv to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, seeing that there are in all ranks 
of the Dublin Metropolitan Police Force 
995 Roman Catholics and onlv 195 Pro- 
testants, including thirty-four Presby- 
terians and seven Methodists, he will 
recommend the advisabilitv to cease re 
cruiting Roman Catholics until a reason- 
able proportion of Protestants are taken 
on; and, if not, can any reason be 
assigned for not doing so. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Chief 
Commissioner of the Dublin Metropoli- 
tan Police informs me that, in recruiting 
for the force, no preference is given to 
men of any particular relgiious belief. 
The comparative paucity of Protestants 
is simply due to the fact that few candi- 
dates other than Roman Catholics present 
themselves. It is neither possible nor 
desirable to make any change in the 
method of recruiting. 
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(Juestions. 


Conduct of Sergeant Cox, Dublin 
Metropolitan Police. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenait of Ireland if an inquiry was 
recently held into the conduct of Ser- 
geant Cox. of the B. Division of the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police : whether 
as the result of this inquiry summonses 
were withdrawn ; 
whether with- 
drawn owing to the contradictorv nature 
of the reports made by Sergeant Cox 
police 


issued on his report 
sumnonses were 


, 
f 
these 


and the sergeant in charge of the 
station : and, if so, will he state whether 
Sergeant (ox was reprimanded or 


punished in any wav. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The Chiet 


Commissioner informs me that no recent 


Inquiry has been held in this matter. In 
December last Sergeant Cox reported a 
breach of the Licensing Laws by a publi- 
Can, and a summons was ordered. It 


subsequently transpired that there was a 
difference in the recollection of Sergeant 
Cox and another policeman as to the pre- 
cise words used by the publican’s foreman, 
and, as this raised a doubt on a_ vital 
point, the publican was given the benefit 
of the doubt and the summons was not 
proceeded with. Sergeant Cox's veracity 
and conduct were in no wav impugned, 
and he was not punished or reprim inded. 


Judicial Rent of Mrs. Dolan, of 
Carrickcrevagh. 


Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that au appeal 
has been lodged against the rracli ial rent 
fixed on the holding of Mrs. Dolan, Carrick- 
crevagh, tenant on the Tottenham estate, 
county Leitrim, although Mrs. Dolan 


has signed re purchase ayvreement an | paid 
interest on the purchase money agreed on, 
and although about tweuty vears have 
elapsed since the judicial rent was fixed, 
and what action does the Land Com- 
mission purpose taking with regard to 
this appeal. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commission inform me that the appeal 
referred to was twice listed for hearing, 


' but owing to the death of the tenant the 


case was adjourned. Recently the case 
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appeared in the list for the third time, 
but as it was stated that proceedings for 
purchase were pending the court made an 
order striking the case out of the list of 
pending appeals, with liberty to re-enter 
if the purchase should not be carried out. 


Irish Education Expenditure. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what 
sum derived from Irish sources is raised 
and expended per head of the Irish popu- 
lation on public education in Ireland, in 
addition to the 6s. 7}d. annually spent 
per head of the population which is 
drawn from Votes of Parliament and the 
Consolidated Fund. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am not in 
possession of figures which would enable 
me to answer this Question, but I would 
refer the noble Lord to the Answer I gave 
on the 16th instant to the Question of the 
hon. Member for Darlington.7 


Abolition of Slavery in Zanzibar. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can inform the House of the nature of the 
contents of the despatch addressed in 
January to the Acting Commissioner in 
East Africa on the immediate abolition of 
the legal status of slavery in the Zanzibar 
Coast Strip, and the abolition of slavery 
in the islands of Zanzibar and Pemba ; 
and can he state why it was thought 
necessary to ask the Acting Commis- 
sioner in Mombasa for further proposals 
as to arrangements to be made, although 
the Commissioner himself was in attend- 
ance at the Colonial Office. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) In the 
despatch referred tq the Secretary of State 
stated that, in his opinion, the time had 
come to abolish the legal status of slavery 
in the mainland dominions of the Sultan of 
Zanzibar, and asked for a report on the 
most convenient measures to be taken 
to carry the decision into effect. He 
added that the matter should be proceeded 
with as expeditiously as possible. The 
Acting Commissioner was also requested 
to consider the question of abolishing 
slavery altogether within a limited period, 





t+ See (4) Debates, elxxii., 778. 
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and it was added that similar measures 
to those which might be approved for the 
mainland would be taken for the abolition 
of slavery in the islands of Zanzibar and 
Pemba. The reason why the Acting 
Commissioner was consulted as to the 
arrangements to be made was that it was 
at that time hoped that the arrangements 
could be put into force before the Commis- 
sioner returned, so that the responsibility 
for carrying them out would fall upon the 
Acting Commissioner. 


Greenwich Hospital Pensions—Case of 
Daniel Symes. 

Mr. RENDALL (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that 
Daniel Symes, who entered the Navy on 
the 22nd March, 1855, after service therein 
served for five years in the Naval Reserve ; 
whether he is aware that Symes was dis- 
charged with a character marked very 
good; that he is now seventy-threc, 
still trying to do the little labourer’s work 
of which he is capable, and has no chil- 
dren who can render him help; and if 
he can see his way to grant to Symes a 
Greenwich Hospital pension under the 
circumstances. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Although Daniel Symes is eligible for 
consideration for the award of a Green- 
wich Hospital special pension, it has beer 
decided that, having regard to his very 
short .service (two years and fifty-five 
days), after which he was discharged to 
the shore at his own request, the grant to 
him of a special pension would not be justi- 
fied, in view of the numerous superior 
claims on the funds of the charity. 


Shortage of Naval Stokers. 

Mr. NIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty what is the deficiency in the 
number of stokers needed for adequately 
manning the fleet; and when such de- 
ficiency may be expected to be made good. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
There is no shortage of stokers at present. 
During the current financial year an in- 
crease of 1,500 stokers is being allowed for 
to meet increased requirements, but the 
rate of recruiting will suffice to produce 
this number in addition to making good 
the normal waste. 
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Political Influence and Civil Service 
Promotion. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the Exchequer 
and Audit Department have recently 
issued an order drawing the special atten- 
tion of subordinates in the Department to 
Article 10 of the Exchequer and Audit 
Department Office Rules of 1895, to the 
effect that the use of political influence 
for the purpose of advancing claims to 
promotion or increase of salary will be 
considered in the gravest light ; whether 
he will state the total length of service of 
the present Assistant Comptroller, and the 
number of years he has served in each of 
the positions occupied by him in the 
different Government Departments, in- 
cluding the Exchequer and Audit De- 
partment ; and, seeing that the position 
of Assistant Comptroller is a political 
appointment, will he explain why Article 
10 is in force in the Exchequer and Audit 
Department, and the reason for recently 
circulating an order drawing attention 
to it. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The rule 
in question is based upon a Treasury 
Minute, and is, I believe, of universal ap- 
plication throughout the Civil Service. 
Attention is drawn to it whenever it 
appears desirable to do so. 


Memorial of Customs Assistant 
lerks. 


Sirk WILLIAM BULL (Hammersmith): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
has now investigated the allegation of 
breach of faith contained in a memorial, 
dated January 7th last, addressed to the 
Treasury by the new class of assistant 
clerks in the Statistical Office of the 
Customs; and, if so, what action he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
petition is still under consideration. 


Poor Law Children. 

Mr. L. HASLAM (Monmouth 
Boroughs): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will state 
the number of Poor Law children who are 
entirely dependent on the rates. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
total number of children who are entirely 
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dependent on Poor Law relief cannot be 
stated. To a very large extent children 
are relieved with their parents, who are 
not necessarily entirely dependent on the 
relief given them. I may, however, state 
that the number of children in England 
and Wales in receipt of relief on Ist 
January last was 234,000. If from this 
total the children who had a parent 
living, and who received only some form 
of out-relief, are deducted, the number 
left is 71,641. Over 60,000 of them 
received indoor relief. 


Applicants for Poor Law Relief— 
Production of Marriage Certificate. 
Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the case papers 
which applicants for relief, medical or 
otherwise, are required to furnish, include 
in the case of married applicants the 
production of a marriage certificate ; 
and, if not, why they are insisted on by 
the boards of guardians in Kensington 
and Bethnal Green. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Appli- 
cants for relief are not required to furnish 
case papers. These papers are filled up by 
the relieving officer from the statements 
made to him. The case paper in use at 
Kensington shows if the relieving officer 
has inspected the marriage certificate, but 
I understand that relief is not refused on 
the ground of its non-production. In 
the case of Bethnal Green, nc applicant 
for relief is required to furnish a marriage 
certificate. I am informed, however, 
that persons in receipt of relief there are 
asked to state approximately the date 
and place of marriage. Information as 
to whether the applicant is married or not 
is found useful by the guardians for the 
purposes of their administration. 


Supply of Stimulant to Prisoner at 
Newtownards. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether he is aware 
that a woman named Macauley who was 
tried on the 28th ultimo for larceny at 
Newtownards, county Down, was supplied 
during the nights she was in the barracks 
with whiskey; and if he will cause 
inquiry to be made as to why liquor 
was given to this woman under such 
circumstances. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am 
informed by the police that it is not the 
fact that this woman was supplied with 
whiskey during the nights she was in 
custody. At mid-day on 21st March, she 
became faint when about to be taken 
before the court, and the police allowed 
her to send for a small quantity of 
whiskey as a restorative. The magistrates 
were subsequently informed of the fact, 
and they commended the conduct of the 


police. 
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Aliens Naturalised—Suggested 
Reduction of Fees. 

Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will state the 
number of aliens who have been natural- 
ised in this country during the last year, 
and the amount received by way of fees 
for such naturalisation ; whether he has 
been asked to reduce the fee; and, if so, 
what reply has been made to this request. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
851 certificates of naturalisation (includ- 
ing 155 to seamen) were granted in the 
year 1906. The fees received in that 
year in respect of naturalisation amounted 
to £3,470. With regard to the amount of 
the fee and the question of reducing it, I 
can add nothing to the statement I made 
in answer to the hon. Member for North 
Salford, on 28th February last. A copy 
of his Question and of my Answer is 
appended. 


**MR. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment has his attention been drawn to the 
increasing settlement of Jewish inhabitants in 
Manchester, Salford, and other large towns of 
the Kingdom, is he aware that many of them 
desire naturalisation in this country, but are 
precluded from obtaining it by the fees they 
are called upon to pay; and will he explain 
why these fees are maintained at a prohibitive 


figure. ‘ 

“(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The fee for the grant of a certificate of 
natnralisation has for the last twenty years 


been £5. The number of certificates granted | 


every year is considerable, varying in the last 
five years from 686 to 978, and there is every 
year in addition a certain number of refusals. 
The average number of grants for the five 
years 1892-6 was 494, and for the five years 
1902-6 was 850, an increase of about 70 per 
cent. It should be remembered that an alien 


must live for five years in this country before 
he can be naturalised, and if the saving of £5 
during that period presents any difficulty, 
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that difficulty is greatly lessened by the 
existence of a number of agencies which 
enable him to accumulate the sum on payment 
of very small weekly subscriptioas.” 


Accident on Steamship “ Hyson” at 
Liverpool. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-Furness) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the death 
of a workman named Meakin on board 
the steamship “ Hyson,” at Liverpool, 
on 9th April last, by becoming entangled 
in the machinery of the vessel’s winch 
owing to the place being obscured by 
steam escaping from the cylinders of the 
winch and the inexperience of the boy in 
charge of same; if so, has any breach of 
the dock regulations been committed, 
and what steps are being taken to enforce 
such regulations. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I have received a Report with regard to 
this accident. No breach of Regulation 
14, relating to exhaust steam, or of 
Regulation 16, fixing the age below which 
persons may be employed as winch 
drivers, appears to have been committed. 
The escape of steam that occurred in this 
case was due apparently to the blowing 
out of the packing of the glands. The 
immediate cause of the accident was the 
catching of the clothes of the deceased in 
the shafts of the winch. It has not been 
the custom I understand to fence this 
part of the winch, which has not hitherto 
been regarded as dangerous, and the 
inspector states that no accident of the 
kind has occurred previously during the 
eighteen months he has been in the 
district. I am, however, causing inquiry 
to be made as to whether it would be 
practicable to do so. I have already 
stated in reply to Questions in the House 
the steps which I have taken to strengthen 
the inspection of docks ; in particular, the 
staff of the Liverpool district, where the 
accident occurred, has been increased by 
an additional inspector’s assistant. 


Payment of Instalments of Guaranteed 
Land Stock. 
(Fer- 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH 
managh, N.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether the Treasury is 
prepared to receive payment of the in- 
stalments under the Land Purchase 
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(Ireland) Act, 1891, in Guaranteed Land 
Stock, as provided by Section 2 of that 
Act; whether such payments can now 
be made at any post offices in Ireland, 
and will he publish or lay upon the Table 
of the House the regulations of the 
Treasury in regard to such mode of pay 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I would 
refer the hon. Member to the reply given 
him on the 22nd instant upon this sub- 
ject by my right hon. friend the Post- 
master General. 


Pensions of Widows of Indian Officers 
Resident in England and India. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the widows of Indian officers 
who reside in England receive from 
military funds an annual pension of 
£250 6s. 4d., while such widows as elect 
to reside in India receive in rupees the 
equivalent of only £152 8s. 10d.; and, 
if so, whether he will explain the reason 
for such difference. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The widow of a subscriber to the Bengal 
Military Fund ranking as a lieutenant- 
colonel receives £250 6s. 4d. a year when 
resident in England, and Rs. 190.11.6 a 
month (which, at the present rate of 
exchange is the equivalent of £152 11s. 6d. 
a year in sterling) when resident in India. 
These rates were fixed by the subscribers 
to the fund many years ago, when it was 
managed by their representatives, and 
I see no sufficient reason, as at present 
advised, for diminishing the one rate 
or increasing the other. 


Women on Local Bodies. 


Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, W.) : 
To ask the Prime Minister whether 
he can state when the Bill to enable 
women to sit on local bodies, referred to 
in the gracious Speech from the Throne, 
is likely to be introduced. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man): I cannot as yet name a date for 
the introduction of this Bill. 


t See (4) Debates, clxxii., 1432. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Channel Fleet Cruise. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether the Channel fleet is to visit 
Kingstown early in May; and whether 
a visit will also be paid to Bangor, county 
Down. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND RosBertson, Dun- 
dee): The “ Hibernia” and three other 
vessels of the Channel fleet will visit 
Kingstown on the 2nd May, but no 
arrangements have been made for a 
visit to Bangor. I may, however, add 
that the Atlantic fleet will visit Irish 
ports later in the summer, but the 
programme has not yet been definitely 
arranged. 


_ Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I hope the 
northern town will not be left out. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
programme has not been definitely 
arranged, but the matter will not be 








lost sight of. 


Battleship Gun Reserves. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether a reserve of 10-inch and 7°5-inch 
guns was included in the purchase from 
the Chilian Government of the battle- 
ships “Swiftsure” and “Triumph ;” and, 
if not, whether areserve of both classes 
of gun has since been provided. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No 
reserve guns were included in the pur- 
chase. A reserve of both classes of gun 
has since been provided. 


The Home Fleet. 
Mr. NIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether the 
armoured ships constituting the Ports- 
mouth and Devonport divisions of the 
Home fleet with nucleus crews, whose 
length of service will not be a fixed 
period, will practice fire control and 
carry out gunlayers’ tests and _ battle 
practice ; and whether the annual allow- 
ance of ammunition for target practice 








for ships in the Home fleet will be in 
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the same proportion as that for ships the Sultan of Zanzibar and asking for a 
of the Channel, Atlantic, and Mediter-| Report as to the most convenient measures 
ranean fleets. to be taken to carry this decision into 

| effect. He added that the matter should 
“Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The be proceeded with as expeditiously as 
Answer to the first part of the Question | possible. He has now learnt by telegraph 
is in the affirmative, and to the latter that a full Report embodying the recom- 


part in the negative. | mendations of the local authorities will 
| shortly be despatched, and I hope to be able 
Rosyth. | to make such astatement as the hon. Mem- 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare-| ber desires in the course of the next few 
ham): I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the) weeks. The local authorities are aware 
Admiralty if he will state the numbers | of the importance which His Majesty’s 
and grades of the present staff of the Government attach to the early settle- 
Works Department employed at Rosyth. | ment of this question, and I hope there 
| will be no unnecessary delay. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The | 
staff at Rosyth consist of the following— | Australian Tariffs 
one superintending engineer; one civil) Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
engineer ; one assistant civil engineer; borough) : I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
two draughtsmen ; one accountant clerk. | tary of State for the Colonies whether his 
These officers also supervise coast guard attention has been called to the statement 


works in Scotland. made by a firm of importers of Mel- 
_ bourne, to the effect that the new 
The Colonies and Deaf Mutes. | Commerce Act is being used by the 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to, Australian Customs authorities in such a 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the manner as to give a preference to 
Colonies if he can give the names of the | foreign goods ; whether, as alleged, goods 
Colonial Governments who prohibit the _ imported from England by that firm have 
landing of deaf mutes from the United | been arbitrarily declared liable to duty 
Kingdom, and the reason given for such | on prices much in excess of those actually 
restrictions on this class of British charged to the importer; and, if so, 
subjects. whether such action has been so far 

| directed exclusively against goods of 

Toe UNDER-SECRETARY orf | British manufacture ; and, if an arrange- 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. ment exists between the Australian Cus- 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I am. toms authorities and certain American 
not aware of any Colony which prohibits | firms by which the goods of the latter 
the landing of deaf mutes from the United | are admitted to the Colony under a 
Kingdom, although powers appear to secret schedule at prices mutually agreed 
exist in all Colonies possessing responsible | upon to the disadvantage of British 
government and in other Colonies also to| manufacturers, will he take steps to 
prevent such persons from landing if bring these concrete instances of Colonial 
likely to become a charge upon public | preference to the notice of the Colonial 
funds. Conference which is now sitting. 


Slavery on the Zanzibar Mainland. Mr. CHURCHILL: I have not seen 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I| any statements of the kind referred to 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State| by the hon. Member, but I will com- 
for the Colonies whether he can make a; municate with the Australian Minister 
definite and detailed statement in regard | for Trade and Customs, who is now in 
to the abolition of the legal status of | this country. 
slavery in the Zanzibar coast strip. 


New Hebrides Convention. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: Lord Elgin wrote Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
+o the Acting Commissioner of the East! beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Africa Protectorate on the 7th January | Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that. 
last, saying that in his opinion the time | after the signing of the New Hebrides 
had come to abolish the legal status of | Convention, Australian shippers engaged 
slavery in the mainland dominions of! in the island trade immediately. at the 
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request of the Imperial authorities 
observed its commercial restrictions, and 
that as a consequence French and Ger- 
man vessels have absorbed the trade 
in firearms and spirits, to the detriment 
of British trade generally ; and whether 
he will take steps to obtain the im- 
mediate proclamation of the Convention, 
or the prohibition of the traffic in arms 
and spirits by France. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury ; for Sir Epwarp Grey): 
Representations have been made to the 
French Government with a view to the 
suppression of the traffic in arms and 
spirits in the New Hebrides. These 
representations are receiving the careful 
consideration of the French authorities, 
but my right hon. friend has not yet re- 
ceived their reply. Some time must of 
necessity elapse before the proclamation 
of the Convention can take place. 


The Hague Conference. 

*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the 4 
representing Great Britain at the Hague 
Conference have any — to bind this 
country in respect of the size or char- 
acter of its armaments. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
‘friend is not at present in a position 
to add anything to the reply returned 
‘to a similar Question put by the hon, 
Member on March 13th last, to the 
effect that he could not say anything 
yet about the instructions to be given to 
the delegates. 


Paddington Borough Council. 

Dr. COOPER (Bermondsey, South- 
wark) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
is aware that the Borough Council of 
Paddington has refused to take the legal 
proceeding advised by its Public Health 
Committee against local traders who had 
failed to supply the names and addresses 
of home workers in their service ; and 
whether the Local Government Board 
has power to take legal action. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.) : I beg to answer 
ithis Question on behalf of my right hon. 
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34 
friend. I am in communication with the 
borough council in regard to the matter 
referred to in the Question, and shall be 
happy in due course to inform my hon. 
friend of the result. 


Questions. 


Imports of Arms and Ammunition. 

Mr. MOND (Chester) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state what proportion of 
the imports of arms and ammunition for 
the year 1905, Cd. 3092, page 124, Class 
N, were military or naval stores. 


THE PRESIDENT or tuk BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Geores, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Military and naval stores are 
not separately distinguished from other 
arms and ammunition imported, nor is 
there a complete account of the imports 
of such stores, ss military and naval 
stores brought into the country on 
Government vessels are not recorded in 
the import Returns. My hon. friend 
will find some details as to the nature of 
the articles included under this heading 
in Vol. I. of the “ Annual Statement of 
Trade.” 


Classification of Imports. 

Mr. MOND : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
Class N, e 124, [Cd. 3092], contains 
such articles as linseed cake, cotton-seed 
cake, and paraffin wax ; and whether he 
can see his way to have such items trans- 
ferred to Class 2, namely, raw materials 
and articles mainly unmanufactured. 


I beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been drawn to the classification on page 
123, [Cd. 3092], Class 3, Sub-section J ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
this class contains articles like brimstone, 
saltpetre, opium, indigo, dyewoods, and 
similar products which are mainly un- 
manufactured and the raw materials for 
industries in the United Kingdom, he 
can see his way to have these articles 
transferred to Class 2, namely, raw 
materials and articles mainly unmanu- 
factured. 


I beg further to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been directed to the fact that in the 
classification of imports, on page 119 of 
[Cd. 3092], Class B, practically the entire 
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imports of metals, namely, in an un- | 
manufactured condition, such as tin in | 
blocks, ingots, etc., pig lead, zinc, crude, | 
etc., are included as articles wholly or 
mainly manufactured ; and whether, in 
view of the fact that these articles are 
practically unmanufactured and form the 
raw material of industries in this country, 
he can see his way in future to have them 
included in Class 2 of articles mainly 
unmanufactured. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I will answer 
all these three questions together. The 
division between raw materials and 
manufactured articles must necessarily 
be of a somewhat arbitrary character and 
only a small proportion of the articles 
classed as “wholly or mainly manu- 
factured”” represents articles completely 
manufactured and ready for the consumer. 
The existing classification is the result of 
considerable discussion between the 
Board of Trade and the Customs, and | 
was only brought into operation at the | 
beginning of 1903. The principles on | 
which it is based and the difficulties of | 
classification were fully explained in | 
Cd. 2337 of 1904. The point of greatest 
importance is to preserve continuity for | 
P es of comparison. I am accord- | 
ingly not prepared to alter the system | 
at present, as any advantage gained would | 
not compensate for the confusion intro- | 
duced by constant changes of classifica- 
tion. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.) asked 
whether for statistical purposes the right 
hon. Gentleman woudl be prepared to 
institute a new column showing imports 
which were used for giving employment 
to the working classes. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not 
think it desirable to disturb the present 
arrangement. Any change should be a 
general one and it should be an alteration 
which would remain in force some years 
or else the returns would be valueless for 
the purposes of comparison. 


Mr. MYER: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that an enormous quantity of 
semi-manufactured material comes into 
this question and it is very important to 
have more details 1 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That Ques- 
tion has been answered already. 
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Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) drew the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention to the system of classification. 
adopted in the United States. 


Foreign Trusts and the British Meat 
Trade. 


Srr WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade what steps he 
intends. to take to protect the meat trade 
of the country from the attacks of a 
ig. oe trust, and to prevent meat unfit 
for food being marketed here by the 
representatives of the meat packers of 
the United States. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: ‘I would 
remind the hon. Member that my right 
hon. friend the President of the Local 
Government Board has already intro- 
duced a Bill providing for the making of 
regulations in respect of the importation, 
preparation, storage and distribution of 
articles of food in the interest of public 
health. Iam not aware that there isa 
case for any further action at the present 
time, but the matter is being carefully 
watched. 


The Wreck of the “‘ Jebba.” 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Tot- 
nes): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that, in the 
recent operations in connection with the 
saving of the passengers and crew of the 
wrecked steamship “ Jebba,” the awards. 
of the Board of Trade were apportioned 
in amounts of £15 10s. each for the ten 
coastguards whose good work in saving 
thirty-eight lives is recognised, while the 
rewards to the fishermen who saved 117 
lives at the peril of their own amounted 
to £1 each, and in the case of Henry 
Hurrel to nothing ; and whether, in view 
of the help rendered by these fishermen,,. 
some further recompense may be forth- 
coming. 


I beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade in view of the fact that 
Isaac Jarvis and John Argent, in connec- 
tion with the wreck of the s.s. “ Jebba,” 
descended a precipitous cliff at the risk 
of their lives and threw a line on board, 
and, having thus effected communication 
with the ship, hauled a number of pas- 
sengers ashore in a boatswain’s chair,. 

whether he will consider the advisability 
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of awarding them recompense more 
nearly e ar to that of the coastguards, 
who worked the rocket apparatus and 
received £15 10s., than the sum of £1 
which the two men named received. 


I beg further to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the services 
rendered by Mr. W. J. Day, His Majesty’s 
Customs Officer at Silcombe, in the rescue 
work at the wreck of the steamship 
“ Jebba ;” and whether any reward has 
been or will be granted to him. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I propose to 
include in my reply the three Questions 
the hon. Member has on the paper with 
regard to the wreck of the “ Jebba.” 
Since the awards for services rendered 
at the wreck were announced, fresh in- 
formation has reached the Board of ‘Trade, 
and the matter is receiving careful re- 
consideration. I will inform the hon. 
Member of the result in the course of 
the next few days. I hope something 
may be done in the direction he wishes. 


Irish Lights Board. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down,S.) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of the action of the 
Local Government Board auditor in dis- 
allowing a small expenditure by the 

ardians of the South Dublin Union for 

uncheons, he will apply a_ similar 
principle to Boards nominated by Govern- 
ment, such as the Irish Lights Board; 
and whether he can state the cost for the 
last financial year of the weekly luncheons 
of the Irish Lights Board, distinguishing 
the same from the expenditure for refresh- 
ments for the sub-committee making the 
annual sail of inspection around Ireland. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Irish 
Lights Board is not nominated by the 
Government, but is a statutory body. 
Their expenditure, which is defrayed 
out of the General Lighthouse Fund, 
requires the sanction of the Board of 
Trade. The cost of their weekly luncheons 
for the last financial year was £225 6s. 
4d. and that of the refreshments of their 
Inspection Committee £174 3s. 5d. 
These amounts are charged against the 
annual sum—limited to £400—which is 
allowed by the Board of Trade to meet 
the housekeeping expenses of the Com- 
missioners. The Commissioners do a 


RIL 1907} 





33 


large amount of public work without 
remuneration, and I am not disposed to 
interfere with their luncheons which, as 
the hon. Member is doubtless aware, are 
usually provided at the public expense 
for members of Royal Commissions and 
similar bodies. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman tell me the value of 
the wine stock in the cellars of the Irish 
Lights Board ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There is an 
inquiry going on at the present moment. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Are the 
members of this Board teetotalers ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I must allow 
the hon. Member to draw his own 
inference from the figures I have given. 


Housing of the Working Classes. 

*Mr. REES : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
it is proposed to accept the recommenda- 
tion of the Select Committee on the 
Housing of the Working Classes Acts 
Amendment Bill to transfer the ad- 
ministration of the Public Health and 
Housing Law from the rural district 
councils to the county councils; if 
so, whether he is aware that the 
withdrawal of such functions from such 
rural district councils is regarded as 
a retrograde measure, opposed to the 
principles of local self-government ; and 
whether he will call for Reports from 
rural district councils before acting upon 
such recommendation. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): The recommendation 
of the Committee is of course receiving 
my consideration in connection with the 
Bill I propose to introduce in relation to 
the Housing of the Working Classes, but 
pending the introduction of the Bill, I 
cannot give any intimation of the course 
I think should be taken with regard to 
this matter. I may, however, state that 
a considerable number of rural district 
councils have made representations to me 
against the recommendation, and that the 
Executive Committee of the Rural Dis- 
trict Councils Association are collecting 
information from the rural councils, some 
of which they have already laid before me. 
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*Mr. REES : In drafting his Bill will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider whether 
the transfer should not be made con- 
tingent on the efficiency or inefficiency 
of the rural district council in each case. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will consider 
that suggestion. 


Halsall Charity. 

Sir G. KEKEWICH (Exeter) : I be 
to ask the President of the Boar 
of Education whether the trustees of the 
Halsall Charity have applied for a new 
scheme for the management of the 
charity; whether the rd have pre- 

such a scheme; and, if so, when 
it will be published. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. Loveu, Islington, 
W.): The trustees have applied for a new 
scheme ; such a scheme is now in course 
of preparation by the Board, but I cannot 
at present fix a date for its publication. 


Sir G. KEKEWICH pointed to the 
delay which had occurred since the 
application was first made. 


‘ 
Mr. LOUGH: No time will be lost in 
issuing the scheme. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) asked when the trustees sub- 
mitted their scheme. 


Mr. LOUGH : I cannot give the exact 
date without notice. 


Sm G. KEKEWICH: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether, according to a decision of the 
Charity Commissioners, the endowment 
of the Halsall Charity is intended for 
the benefit of the children of the poor 
of Great Crosby; .and, if so, whether 
the Board of Education will prevent the 
trustees from applying the income of 
the charity or the accumulations of 
capital in their hands to any other 


purpose. 


Mr. LOUGH: The Charity Commis- 
sioners formerly expressed the opinion 
that this endowment should be applied 
so as to confer upon the children of the 
poor some special educational benefit 
which they would not otherwise obtain. 
With this view the Board of Education 
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concur. Pending the establishment of 
the new scheme, they cannot interfere to 
prevent the trustees from applying the 
Income or any accumulations of income 
in their hands in any manner which is 
justified by the existing trusts. 


Sir G. KEKEWICH asked if it was 
intended to preserve this endowment for 
the benefit of the poor. 


Mr. LOUGH replied that he could 
answer no further Question without 
notice. 


Lorp BALCARRES asked whether 
there was any ground for the allegation 
that the original intention of the founder 
of the charity was being ignored. 


Mr. LOUGH: I must ask for notice. 


National Physical Laboratory. 

Mr. NIELD: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, having regard to 
the fact that the business carried on by 
the National Physical Laboratory has de- 
veloped in directions expressly excluded 
by the Report of the Treasury Committee 
of 1898, the Treasury will amend the terms 
of reference to the Committee recently 
appointed by deleting the instructions 
to the Committee to report on what lines 
any further development of its, the 
laboratory’s, business should proceed, and 
substitute an instruction to report on 
what lines any restriction or develo 
ment of its business should proceed ; nn 
if not, what grounds the Treasury has for 
limiting the instruction to the Committee 
to reporting only in the sense of further 
development. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I think the hon. 
Member will find that the terms of 
reference allow the Committee full scope 
to consider the point suggested in his 
Question. He has only quoted the con- 
cluding words. 


Crown Lands. 

Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether Messrs. Clutton and 
Messrs. Smiths and Gore have resigned 
their appointments as Crown receivers 
of the agricultural land belonging to the 
Crown, or whether they have been 
dismissed ; and, if so, whether he can 
state the ground of their dismissal. 
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THE TREASURER or THE HOUSE- 
HOLD. (Sir Epwarp STRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, S.): My hon. friend has asked 
me to answer this Question. The 
engagements of Messrs. Clutton and 
Messrs. Smiths and Gore as Crown 
receivers have been terminated so far as 
concerns the agricultural estates of the 
Crown, which have been transferred to 
the management of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture. The Government's 
policy of developing the use of this 
property for small holdings involved such 
a complete departure from the methods 
hitherto adopted that my noble friend 
considered that a change of agents was 
essential in order to secure that those 
who would be largely responsible for 
carrying out this policy should be not 
only in full sympathy with it, but also 
should have had some experience of the 
special kind of work that it involves. 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners’ Shepherds 
Bush Property. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under 
Lyne): F beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Crewe, as Church Estates Com- 
missioner, whether the lessee of some 
eight-four acres of land at Shepherds 
Bush, of which the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners are the owners, has successfully 
applied to the justices for licences to 
sell beer, wine and spirits thereon; 
if so, can he say to what extent 
facilities for obtaining - such liquors 
will be afforded in consequence ; 
whether the lease contained any 
restrictive or prohibitive covenant with 
regard to such sale; if so, upon what 
grounds the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
have refrained from prohibiting this 
sale; if not, upon what grounds this 
customary clause was omitted; and 
whether the Commissioners will, if 
possible, reconsider their decision with 
a view to preventing such sale from 
taking place after the current year. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
The Commissioners understand that 
the licensing justices have granted a 
provisional licence for the sale of beer, 
wine and spirits in buildings to be erected 
on about 126 acres of land at Hammer- 
smith held from the Commissioners for 
the purposes of an exhibition, as to forty- 
two acres on a short tenancy only. The 
licence is for a period of nine months 
only in the year 1908. It will be for the 
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licensing justices to determine what 
restrictions they will place upon facilities 
for sale. The agreements under which 
the land is held from the Commissioners 
contained no restriction or prohibition of 
the sale of wine, beer and spirits, so long 
as the land is used for exhibition purposes. 
The Commissioners did not consider it 
pooner to prohibit any application 
y the lessee for a licence and 
would not regard the insertion of 
a prohibitory clause as customary in 
lettings for such purposes as proposed. 
The Commissioners have no power to 
vary the terms upon which the lettings 
have been effected. It will rest with 
the licensing authorities to determine 
whether a fresh licence shall be granted 
after the expiration of the temporary 
licence provisionally approved by them. 


Beith Academy, Ayrshire. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that 
the Beith Academy, Ayrshire, has been 
deprived of its status as an intermediary 
and secondary school owing to the 
Report of ‘Mr. A. R. Andrew, chief 
inspector for the western division of 
Scotland ; whether the regulations permit 
this to be done ; whether the inspector 
can so order it to be done on his own 
belief that there is overlapping in this 
matter as between the Beith Academy 
and a local endowed private school ; and 
whether inquiries will be made and in- 
structions given to prevent this action in 
view of the effect upon the working-class 
population of Beith. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SrincLatR, Forfarshire): It is not 
the case that the Beith Academy, 
Ayrshire, has been deprived of any status 
as a secondary or intermediate school 
which it has ever had, and it is accord- 
ingly unnecessary to deal with the other 
points raised in the Question of the hon. 
Member. 


Scottish Appeals to the House of Lords. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
it is proposed to alter the time within 
which appeals to the House of Lords 
from the Court of Session may be taken 
from two years to one year ; whether he 
is aware that even this reduced delay 
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will cause loss and inconvenience to | 
litigants ; and whether he will consider | 
the advisability of taking steps to have 
the time fixed at six months or less, 
seéing that the time for appeals in Scot- 
land never exceeds twenty-one days. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
THomas SHaw, Hawick Burghs): The 
substantial reduction of the time for 
appeals to the House of Lords from 
judgments of the Court of Session has 
my warmest approval, and I have been 
for some time and still am in communica- 
tion on the subject mat ter of this Question 
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with the Lord Chance llor. 


Westmeath Evicted Tenants Inquiry. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
ascertain and state why the inspector 
recently sent to Westmeath to investigate 
the claims of evicted tenants did not give 
any notice to or call upon or make any 
a regarding Edward Fagan, evicted 
by lonel Smythe, of Collinstown, 
though he drove by Fagan’s present 
residence ; and is this Fagan to be in- 
cluded in the promised scheme providing 
for evicted tenants. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birrex,, Bristol, N.): The 
Estates Commissioners have received no 
application from Edward Fagan, and the 
inspector therefore had no reason for 
making any inquiry into his case. 


Colonel Smythe’s Collinstown Estate. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the Estates Commissioners 
have asked Colonel Smythe, of Collins- 
town, to sell each or all of the seventeen 
evicted holdings now on his hands un- 
tenanted ; and has he consented to sell 
any of them for the purpose of providing 
for evicted families. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have received but seven appli- 
cations for reinstatement on this estate. 
In one case the evicted tenant has been 
restored ; in two cases the Commissioners 
have decided to take no action ; one case 
has been investigated by an inspector 
but not yet dealt with by the Com- 
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missioners; and the three remaining 
cases have yet to be inquired into. 
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Mr. GINNELL: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how much of the money 
voted by Parkiament is paid to Colonel 
Smythe for services at the Viceregal 
Lodge ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I cannot. 


Irish Charitable Foundations. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Endowed Schools 
Commissioners and the Commissioners of 
Charitable Donations and Bequests for 
Ireland are the same persons; are all 
endowments in 

eland now under the control of these 
bodies; by whom are inspectors ap- 
pointed over the various properties and 
institutions ; on whose recommendation ; 
what are the qualifications for these 
inspectorships ; how are the inspectors 
paid, and paid by whom; how is per- 
formance of duty vouched; and will he 
grant, if moved for, a Return of all the 
charities and endowed institutions now 
under the control of these two bodies of 
Commissioners showing the date of 
foundation or acquisition, name of 
founder, nature of property, original and 
present value, annual yield, annual ex- 
penditure, and how applied. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Answer to this 
Question is necessarily of considerable 
length, and it would be more convenient 
to circulate it with the Votes. With the 
hon. Member’s permission, I will adopt 
that course. 


Barry Estate, Knocknagree, County 
Cork. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in reference to the 
Barry estate, Umeraboy, Knocknagree, 
county Cork, whether the Estates Com- 
missioners are aware that the landlord 
offered to sell to the tenants at twenty- 
one and twenty-four years purchase of 
first and second term rents respectively, 
which offer they declined, whereupon the 
landlord a short time subsequently 
served the tenants which processes and 
writs of ejectment, and they offered to 

urchase at a more reasonable price ; is 
he aware that in June, 1906, the then 
inspector for the Commissioners in that 
district visited the estate at the instance 
of the landlord and after inspection’ 
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raised the proposed purchase terms on 
five of the tenants considerably above 
the landlord’s price; and, if so, what 
explanation the Commissioners have to 
offer to the. action of their inspector 
in thus increasing the difficulty of land 
purchase on this estate. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners are aware that in this case 
the landlord proposed to sell on terms 
which the tenants refused to accept. 
With the consent of the owner, the 
Commissioners had the property in- 
spected with a view to wo an offer 
to purchase it, provided that the tenants 
should agree to repurchase at their 
estimated price. The price as esti- 
mated by the Commissioners, includ- 
‘ing a year’s arrear of rent, were in the 
majority of cases lower than those at 
which the owner offered to sell, but in 
some cases were slightly higher. The 
tenants have so far refused to purchase 
at the prices which the Commissioners 
consider fair, but negotiations are still 
proceeding. 


Blacklion Tenancy Dispute. 

Mr. COURTHORPE (Sussex, Rye) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the boycott of Mr. Taylor, of 
Blacklion, county Cavan, has been 
Tesumed, and that he has been informed 
the boycott will only cease if he makes a 
payment in money to the representative 
of the original tenant of his holding ; 
whether he has any official information 
showing that the Society of the Ancient 
Order of Hibernians is directly re- 
sponsible for the boycott ; and whether 
Mr. Crozier, justice of the peace for 
county Cavan, and Mr. Bracken, petty 
sessions clerk and postmaster at Black- 
lion, continue to combine their official 
duties with participation in these acts of 
exclusive dealing. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed by 
the police authorities that it is not the 
fact that the boycotting of Mr. Taylor 
has been resumed. The suggestion made 
some time since that Mr. Taylor should 
- some monetary compensation to the 

aughter of the evicted tenant is stated 
to have been made in a friendly spirit by 
‘one or two persons. Seeing that there 
is now no boycotting in the case, the 
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Questions raised in the concluding 
paragraphs do not arise. 


Glenbeigh and Killorglin Evicted 
Tenants. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the cases of Michael O'Sullivan, of 
Dooghs, Glenbeigh, and Daniel Murphy, 
of Dromin, Killorglin, both evicted 
tenants, have been inquired into by the 
Board’s inspector ; whether the persons 
at present in occupation of their holdings 
were asked to surrender, and, if so, with 
what result; and whether, seeing the 
local feeling aroused by those cases, he 
will endeavour to have them settled as 
quickly as possible. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have inquired into both of 
the cases mentioned. In the case of 
Michael O’Sullivan the owner of the 
property has recently died, and the 
Commissioners are not at present in a 
position to say whether it will be 
possible to restore the evicted tenant to 
his former holding or provide him with 
another. In the case of Daniel Murphy 
the Commissioners have ascertained that 
Murphy was not evicted from the farm 
but surrendered it, and moreover the 
farm has since been purchased under the 
Land Acts by the present occupier who 
is not willing to give it up. In the cir- 
cumstances, the Commissioners have 
decided to take no further action in the 
case. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware of the 
pressure put on the persons now in 
occupation of the farms to compel them 
to surrender them # 


Mr. BIRRELL. No, I am not, and I 
do not know that the hon. Member is. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many appli- 
cations for reinstatement by evicted 
tenants in county Kerry have been 
inquired into by the inspector of the 
Estates Commission ; how many tenants 
have been reinstated ; and whether, in 
counties such as Kerry where there is 








comparatively little untenanted land, 
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steps will be taken to secure that evicted 
tenants shall not be asked to: migrate, 
but in every case each to get back his 
old homestead. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The number of appli 
cations inquired into in county Kerry is 
415, and the number of evicted tenants 
reinstated up to 4th instant is 80. The 
Estates Commissioners endeavour to 
secure the reinstatement of an evicted 
tenant in his former holding whenever 
possible. 


Estates Commissioners’ Inspectors in 
County Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state’ how many inspectors under the 
Estates Commissioners are now working 
in the county of Cork; what are the 
names of the inspectors, and in what 
union or unions respectively are they 
carrying on their operations; and what 
are the reasons which actuate the Com- 
missioners in changing the inspectors from 
districts with the circumstances of which 
they have become familiar, in respect to 
evicted tenants and untenanted land, to 
other’ districts with which they are un- 
acquainted. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners inform me that seven of their 
inspectors and four assistant inspectors 
are at present. engaged in county Cork. 
The Commissioners do not consider it 
desirable to publish the names of inspec- 
tors who may be employed in particular 
districts. Inspectors are sent from time 
to time to the districts in which they are 
most needed and in which the Com- 
missioners think they will at the time 
be most useful. 


Mr. FLYNN : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that three inspectors have 
successively operated in one union, and 
that the latest one appointed had to 
begin the work de novo? Cannot the Com- 
missioners be induced to retain an inspec- 
tor in his district until his’ work is more 
or less completed ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will draw the Com- 
missioners’ attention to the matter, but I 
do not wish to interfere with them 
unduly. 
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Waterville Industrial Class. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the 
necessary site for the erection of a class 
room for an industrial class at Waterville, 
county — has been secured ; and, if 
so, when will the building be commenced. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have made arrangements. 
for securing a site for a class room at 
Waterville, and the legal requirements: 
only remain to be settled. It cannot 
yet be stated when the building will be 
commenced. 


Agrarian Outrages in King’s County. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s. 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether in view of the allegations. 
that exceptional malicious injuries are in- 
flicted in King’s County, he will inquire 
whether it is the fact that the injuries, — 
both malicious and accidental, caused by 
tramps and roving bands of vagrants 
have been complained of publicly at 
meetings of the King’s County County 
Council; and whether he will issue 
instructions to the constabulary to exer- 
cise greater vigilance.in the repression of 
this evil, and to be careful not to returw 
injuries to property caused by vagrants. 
as agrarian offences resulting from the 
propaganda of a Nationalist organisation. 


Mk. BIRRELL : The police authorities. 
inform me that cases of malicious injury 
in King’s County are not exceptionally 
numerous or grave. No recent case of 
injury—mailicious or accidental—has been 
nts. The 
police are fully alive to their duties with 
regard to vagrants, and there are no 
grounds for apprehending that offences 
committed by such persons will be 
regarded as agrarian. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Are injuries caused 
by vagrants returned as agrarian offences ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police tell me 
that they take great pains to avoid that. — 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman have inquiry 
made as to the extent of the injuries 
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done to property by roving bands of 
tramps ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: Yes, Sir. 


Miss Ffrench’s Monivea (Galway) Estate. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
application has been made to the Estates 

ommissioners to purchase the estate of 
Miss Kathleen Ffrench, Monivea, county 
Galway, and, if so, the date of the 
application ; whether the Estates Com- 
missioners have yet taken any steps in 
the matter, or when they intend to do 
so; and whether, before taking an 
steps, the Estates Commissioners will 
satisfy themselves that the tenants on the 
estate are in full possession of the terms 
of sale and the number of years purchase 
they will be called upon to pay for their 
holdings. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The documents relat- 
ing to this estate were received by the 
Estates Commissioners in July, 1906, and 
are at present in the hands of an inspec- 
tor who has been directed to estimate 
the price which the Commissioners may 
offer. Before purchasing the estate, the 
Commissioners will satisfy themselves 
that at least three-fourths of the tenants 
are willing to buy at their estimated 
price. ; 


Frauds on the Irish Cattle Industry. 

Mr. A. ROCHE (Cork): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that some cattle dealers in England. buy 
pes goer strippers of a very inferior kind 
and sell them in: other parts of the 
country as Irish, thereby ruining the 
trade in Irish strippers, and that some 
imitate the Government brand which is 
on on all cattle leaving Ireland ; 
and whether the Department of Agricul- 
ture will take steps to secure protection 
for Irish dealers analogous to that afforded 
by the national trade mark, and the 
appointment of inspectors to detect fraud. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Depattment of 
Agriculture are not aware of the practice 
referred to.. Their attention was recently 
drawn to a newspaper report of the 
per a at a meeting of the South of 

reland Cattle Trade Association; at 
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which the matter was mentioned ; and 
they are in communication with that 
Association with the view of obtaining 
some definite information on the subject. 
When such information has been received, 
the Department will be in a position to 
consider what further action can be 
taken. 


French Estate, North Tipperary. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if any proceedings 
for the sale of the French estate, in: 
North Tipperary, are pending; is he 
aware that the owner of this estate is a 
Dublin money lender, and that nine: 
tenants in Drinagh, Ballyduff, and 
Sharrow, all in the parish of Dorha, are 
being harassed by this man; will he say 
what terms this landlord has offered ; 
and will he see that the untenanted land 
on this estate is secured for those tenants. 
on the estate whose holdings are un- 
economic. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners are unable to identify any 
|r hesoag in for the sale of this estate as 
aving been instituted before them, and 
they have no knowledge of the circum- 
stances of the estate. 


Mr. HOGAN asked whether the land- 
lord who was in the hands of the Dublin 
muney-lender had not on his lands stock 
belonging to the tenants, and if protection 
would be afforded to the tenants against 
the seizure of it. 


Mr. BIRRELL repeated that he knew 
nothing of the estate. 


Knocklong Labourers’ Cottage Scheme. 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether com- 
plaints have been made to the Loeal 
Government Board of the unsatisfactory 
manner in which the representations’ for 
labourers’ cottages in the Knocklong 
electoral division of the Kilmaliock union 
have been dealt with by certain members 
of the district council; has it been 
alleged on the part of the etre for 
these cottages that particular district 
councillors al through motives of 
personal hostility or otherwise, caused 
the rejection of representations or the 
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alteration of sites to unsuitable places ; | the subsequent declaration of the Roman 
have any steps been taken to investigate | Catholic hierarchy of Ireland, offering the 
these complaints; and what right of | most cordial support to the scheme of 
appeal, if any, have the labourers in | university education outlined by his pre- 


| decessor, Mr. Bryce ; and whether he will 
| introduce his University Bill at the 
Mr. BIRRELL: The reply to the | earliest opportunity during the present 
first two parts of the Question is in the | session of Parliament. 
affirmative. The Local Government 
Board have informed the persons who} Mr. BIRRELL; I have seen both the 
have complained that the Labourers Acts | memorial and the declaration referred to 
do not require a district council to/ in the Question. In the present state of 
adhere to the sites which may be sug-| the business of the House, I should not 
gested in the representations made to be justified in making any statement in 
them, and that it is open to any labourer | reply to the latter part of the Question. 
who may feel aggrieved by the action of | 
a district council to appear at the inquiry; Mr. LONSDALE: Is the right hon. 
and lay his complaint before the in- | Gentleman aware that the University 


these cases. 


‘spector. 


Land Purchase in county Wexford. 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg | 


authorities of the United Kingdom have 
manifested themselves in opposition to 
_ Mr. Bryce’s view ? 
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to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- Mr. BIRRELL: I could name one or 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is two academic authorities who have not 
aware that about two-thirds of the land of ; communicated with me. 
the county Wexford has been sold out, ' 
and that most of the agreements have Mr. LONSDALE: How many pro- 
been lodged before 1905 ; that both land- | tests have been received against it ? 
lords at tenants are affected by the in- 
spections not being made, the landlords} Mr. BIRRELL: I have received a 
having to do without their money and | good many as to particular aspects. 
ithe tenants having to pay 4 per cent. and 
34 per cent. instead of 3} per cent.; and Mr. SLOAN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
whether he will say if an inspector could man prepared to adopt the scheme of Mr. 
‘be appointed to Wexford county, and Bryce? 
stay there until the present block is 
removed. ' Mr. BIRRELL: I do not think that is 
: a Question which should be put to me at 
Mr. BIRRELL: It is the fact that a this juncture. I am anxious to see this 
considerable part of the land in county Question brought to a successful issue. 
Wexford has been sold under the Land 
Acts. All estates in the county in regard Mr. KETTLE asked whether these 
to which purchase agreements were lodged academic authorities were in any way 
before 1905 have been inspected, and the , representative of Irish opinion. 
advances have been waite in all such 
cases except three. Under the regula-| Mr. BIRRELL was understood to say 
tions the Estates Commissioners deal with that they were English and Scottish. 
estates in order of priority of application, 
and it would not be practicable, nor Pay’s Cavan and Meath Estates. 
indeed would it be fair to other counties, Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, S.): I beg to 
that Wexford cases should be taken out ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
of their proper turn. Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the estates of Thomas Francis 
Irish University Scheme. | Fay, at Clonmowley, Longwood, county 
Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.): I beg to, Meath, and in the county of Cavan, have 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | been in the Court of Bankruptcy for the 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention past twenty years; whether the 40th 
has been called to a memorial signed by | Section of the Land Act of 1896 applies 
more than 1,000 of the most representa- to these estates; and, if so, will he 
‘tive Catholic laymen of Ireland, and to, explain why no steps have been taken to 
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apply this section to them ; and if he will 
give directions to have the matter 
brought before the Courts without 
further delay. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
the estate in question has been in the 
Court of Bankruptcy for the past twenty 
years. The paakrobe has a life interest 
only in the estate. The assignees receive 
the rents and divide the proceeds among 
the creditors. No proceedings for the 
sale of the estate have been instituted 
in the Land Judge’s Court, and there- 
fore the 40th Section of the Land Act 
of 1896 does not apply to the case. 


Tongalee Farm Dispute. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
-of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
June, 1906, Mr. John Beirne, of 
Ballinasloe, bought at public auction the 
interest in the farm at Tongalee, county 
Roscommon ; that shortly afterwards he 
was called upon by the Kilbride branch 
-of the United Irish League to surrender 
the farm for distribution among members 
of the league; that he offered to sell if 
he were paid £100 above the price he 
‘had given for the farm; that on this 
offer being refused he proceeded to 
stock the farm ; that on 7th November, 
1906, his cattle were dispersed by a mob 
-of persons and cruelly beaten ; that nine 
persons concerned in this“ act were 
identified by the police and prosecuted 
at the Sligo winter assizes; that the 
jury who tried the case disagreed ; that 
they were tried again on 11th March at 
Roscommon and acquitted, although no 
evidence was offered for the defence, and 
Mr. Justice Kenny declared that there 
was no question of the prisoners’ guilt ; 
that on 20th January Mr. Beirne 
announced his surrender to the United 
Irish League, and offered to accept from 
‘the Estates Commissioners the full value 
of his land ; and whether, having regard 
to these circumstances, the Estates Com- 
missioners have furnished the funds for 
the purchase of this property. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
the facts are substantially as stated in the 
Question. It was reported to the police 
‘that a resolution was passed by a local 


branch of the United Irish League call- 
‘ing upon Mr. Beirne to surrender the 
farm for distribution, but the police have 
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no evidence that the resolution was 
passed. On 2nd February last Mr. 
Beirne offered the farm for sale to the 
Estates Commissioners, and has since 
lodged the necessary documents. The 
Commissioners have referred the matter 
to one of their inspectors, and upon the 
receipt of his Report they will consider 
the question of purchase in the ordinary 
course. 


(Juestions. 


Irish Department of Agriculture Inquiry. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, having regard to 
the importance of the evidence given 
in the course of the inquiry into the 
working of the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction, and its 
ape bearing on future legislation, 
e will arrange for the immediate pre- 
sentation to the House of the official 
minutes of evidence taken before the 
committee of inquiry. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I cannot see that 
any useful purpose would be served by 
the presentation of the evidence without 
the Report. I have already stated, on 
the authority of the Chairman of the 
Committee of Inquiry, that the Report 
will be presented at the earliest possible 
moment. 


Mr. LONSDALE: About when ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I hope by the end 
of this month. 


Edenderry Union Tenders—Boycott of 
English Firms. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
when advertising for tenders for the 
supply of medicines and surgical appli- 
ances, the guardians of the Edenderry 
union stipulated that the envelopes 
should be marked on the outside from 
Irish firms; that out of many tenders 
sent in only four were marked as 
directed, and only those four were 
opened and considered; whether this 
device was resorted to because the 
uardians had been warned by the 

cal Government Board that recoup- 
ment would not be made in any case 
where the guardians did not accept the 
lowest tender received by them; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
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the practice of the Edenderry guardians 
is being recommended for adoption by 
other boards with the aL object 
of boycotting English firms, the Local 
Government Board propose taking any 
action in the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The facts are cor- 
rectly stated in the first two parts of 
the Question. The regulations provide 
that recoupment from the local taxa- 
tion account will not be allowed in 
any case in which the guardians accept 
a tender other than the lowest, without 
the approval of the Local Government 
Board The Board do not consider 
that the contracts in this case have been 
entered into in accordance with the 
regulations, and they intend, therefore, 
to disallow recoupment to the guardians 
in respect of the cost of any medicines 
or appliances obtained under such con- 
tracts. 


Bagot Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the tenants upon the 
Bagot estate, Ballygar, county Galway, 
have signed agreements to purchase 
their holdings over two years ago; and, 
in view of the fact that there are about 
300 of them under £5 valuation and 
about 1,200 acres of untenanted land 
upon the estate, can he state when sale 
may be completed. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Proceedings in this 
case have been somewhat delayed owing 
to the efforts of the Estates Commis- 
sioners to obtain more than the 1,200 
acres of untenanted land mentioned, in 
order to relieve the extensive congestion 
which prevails on the estate. The Com- 
missioners hope shortly to make a 
formal offer to the Land Judge for the 
purchase of the property, but if their 
offer should be accepted the completion 
of the sale will necessarily be delayed by 
‘the preparation of a scheme for the 
rearrangement and enlargement of hold- 
ings. The estate is an extensive one. 


Irish Council Bill. 

Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the promised Bill for 
the establishment of an Irish Council will 
be introduced before Whitsuntide ;. and, 
if so, on what date. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: The Bill to which 
the hon. Member refers will be intro- 
duced before Whitsuntide, and, subject 
to possible alteration, I hope to introduce 
it on Tuesday, the 7th of May. 


Mr. LONSDALE : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the House an assurance 
that it will have two days to discuss the 
introduction of this important Bill ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think the experi- 
ence of the House is that until a Bill is 
in print and hon. Members have an 
opportunity of seeing it one day is 
ample. : 


Killarney Lake Boats. 

Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on the 
Lake of Killarney at the present time 
boats are used that are not certified as 
seaworthy, and that the persons in 
charge are without a licence ; and if the 
recommendation of the Lord-Lieutenant, 
made in 1903, after a boating accident 
on the lake, when thirteen lives were lost, . 
namely, that all such boats should be 
certified, will be carried out. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police authori- 
ties inform me that all the boats in use 
on the Lake of Killarney have been 
certified as seaworthy, and that no single 
instance of the use of an unseaworthy 
boat for the conveyance of passengers 
has come to their knowledge in recent 
years.. The boatowners are not required 
to be licensed. 


Irish Land Purchase Finance. 
Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how much of the 
£1,635,207 available by the Estates 
Commissioners on the 16th February last 
to meet sales under the Irish Land Act 
of 1903 has been paid out in part settle- 
ment of the £31,633,776 estimated as 
being required to meet sales in hand on 
that date ; whether the balance, if any, . 
is bearing interest ; and, if so, what rate. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
the amount remaining available for 
advances on 20th instant was estimated 
to be £371,628. The investment of 
balances is a matter for the National 
Debt Commissioners, and I understand 
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that my hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury has answered Questions on the 
subject within the past day or two. 


CapTain CRAIG: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman explain how it is that, with so 
many estates wanting settlement, so large 
a balance is retained in hand ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I should like notice 
of that. 


Irish Trade Statistics. 

Mr. BOLAND : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the list of Irish exports 
and imports for the year 1905 is now 
ready for publication ; and can he say 
when it will be issued, and whether it 
will contain the various references made 
to Irish trade by the Consular Reports of 
that year. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is expected that 
the Report on Irish exports and imports 
in 1905 will be ready for presentation to 
Parliament towards the end of next 
month. The various references to Irish 
trade contained in the Consular Reports 
for that year will be included in an 
appendix to the Report. 


Cooscroum Slip, Kerry. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


-of Ireland can he now state what action 


the Congested Districts Board are pre- 


pared to take in the matter of the 


proposed slip at Cooscroum, 
Kerry. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Congested 
Districts Board have again had the matter 
before them and have determined to 
adhere to the decision of which I have 
already informed the hon. Member, 
namely, that they will not consider the 
question of works at Cooscroum until it 
has been decided what, if any, contribu- 
ition they will have to make for works at 
Ree Point. 


county 


Evidence on Brand for Irish Cured Fish. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland can he state when the evidence 
itaken on the subject of the proposed 
brand for Irish-cured fish il be 
published. 


{24 ApRIL 1907} 


Mr. BIRRELL: The evidence is being 
printed and will be on sale in the course 
of a week or two. 
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Irish Land Purchase Delays. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will state when the estates for sale which 
are now actually being dealt with by the 
Estates Commissioners were lodged ; 
what were the names of the last three 
estates which went through and the 
counties where situate; how many 
estates have been entered for sale since 
the last estates referred to above were 
received ; and what is the amount of the 
purchase money which the latter estates 
represent. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Advances are at 
present being made for the purchase of 
estates in respect of which the purchase 
agreements were lodged in February, 
1905. The number of estates finally 
dealt with ranges from ten to twenty 
each week, and the advances are made 
according as the cases become ripe, irres- 
pective of the counties in which the 
estates are situate. Since February, 
1905, the Estates Commissioners have 
received purchase agreements for 2,899 
estates, the purchase money of which 
amounts to £26,091,877, 


Labourers Cottage Scheme Appeals. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I be 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
say, seeing that under Section 6 of the 
Labourers (Ireland) Act of 1906 the 
labourers whose representations have 
been rejected by the district council can 
be heard, and their claims for cottages 
and plots be put forward at the inquiry, 
if their claims as above are favourably 
entertained and reported on, they will be 

included in the scheme. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Any person whose 
application for a cottage has been re- 
jected by a district council may appear 
before the Local Government Board’s 
inspector at the local inquiry and state 
his complaint. The Labourers Acts do 
not empower the inspector to authorise 
the acquisition of land for cottages and 
plots in excess of the number proposed 
in the district council’s scheme. The 
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inspector would, however, probably 
report the facts brought forward at the 
inquiry in regard to representations re- 
jected by the district council, and it 
would be open to the council to consider 
the propriety of amending the existing 
scheme or of including in a separate 
scheme any additional cases favourably 
reported on. 


Crannagh Farm, Roscommon. 

_ Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will state the result 
of his further inquiries into the state of 
affairs on the Crannagh farm, county 
Roscommon ; whether he is aware that 
twelve tenants, under stress of the boy- 
cott, have served notice to surrender 
their holdings; and, seeing that at a 
meeting held on Easter Sunday it was 
decided to ig the campaign of boy- 
cotting until the remaining tenants were 
forced into submission, whether he will 
state what action he proposes to take. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police have 
been informed that all the tenants of the 
Crannagh Farm except one have served 
notice of their intention to surrender 
their holdings. I have already distinctly 
informed the hon. Member, on the 
authority of the local police, that these 
men have not been boycotted. It seems, 
however, that strong local feeling was 
manifested in favour of the division of 
the farm among neighbouring small 
occupiers, and the tenants would omer 
to have been influenced by that feeling. 
I am aware that a statement to the effect 
mentioned in the latter part of the 
Question has appeared in a Dublin 
newspaper, but the police inform me that 
no language bearing any such inter- 
pretation was used at the meeting 
referred to. I do not propose to take 
any special action in the matter. I have 
already stated that the police will afford 
full protection to all persons in the 
exercise of their legal rights. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that these people have 
been forced to surrender their farms by 
the United Irish League ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: No, Sir. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Was not the spirit 
which promoted the passing of the Land 
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Act of 1903 based on the understanding 
that these grass lands should be broken 
up? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Ballina Medical Officer. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what action has been taken 
by the Local Government Board in 
regard to the appointment of Dr. Clarke 
as temporary medical officer to the local 
dispensary district, having regard to the 
fact that the Ballina Board of Guardians 
made it a condition of his appointment 
that he should use his influence to. 
induce his uncle to relinquish his tenancy 
on the Crannagh farm. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have sanctioned Dr. Clarke’s. 
2 som as temporary medical officer 
of the Ballina dispensary district. No 
facts came to the knowledge of the: 
Board which would justify them in 
withholding their sanction. 


Ballymoney Labourers’ Cottage Scheme.. 

Mr. GLENDINNING (Antrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Alexander Thompson, of Can- 
finton, Rasharkin, applied for a labourer’s 
cottage about three years ago, and the 
same was passed by the rural council of 
Ballymoney and inserted in the scheme, 
and that the rural council had agreed with 
the 'tenant as to the compensation and 
possession of the lands; and seeing that 
the Local Government Board and the 
landlord of the holding have between 
them blocked the matter, he will grant am 
inquiry into the reason of the delay wh 
this cottage should not now be erected, 
while other cottages in the same scheme 
are being built. 


Mr. BIRRELL: By a Provisional 
Order dated 14th July last, the Local 
Government Board authorised the Bally- 
money Rural District Council to acquire 
a site by agreement for the erection of 
a labourer’s cottage in this case. The 
Order became absolute on the 2nd 
September, and since then the matter has 
been entirely in the hands of the rural 
district council. It ao from the 
evidence taken at the local inquiry that 
the occupier of the site is now the owner 











> 








61 Questions. 


of it, and if it be the fact, as stated in the 
Question, the rural district council have 
agreed with him as to the compensation 
to be paid for the site, the council should 
have no difficulty in acquiring the site 
and in proceeding with the erection of the 
cottage. 


Sarsfield Estate (Cork) Evicted Tenants. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
say what steps have been taken by the 
Estates Commissioners with a view. to 
the reinstatement of the evicted tenants 
upon the Sarsfield estate, Carrigane, 
Carrigtwohill, county Cork ; and what is 
the cause of the delay that has occurred 
in concluding a settlement. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have made a provisional offer for 
the purchase of the estate in question, but 
the owner has so far not accepted it. In 
the circumstances, the Commissioners 
are not yet able to deal with the case of 
the evicted tenants. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this is only a 
sample case? Will he satisfy himself as 
to the need for immediate legislation 
conferring compulsory powers ? 


Mr. BIRRELL : I can assure the hon. 
Member that this matter ~is receiving 
consideration. 


Irish Department of Agriculture—Income 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the further figures recently published, 
he can now state precisely the total 
amount received by the Department 
of Agriculture since its establishment, 
from Parliamentary grants, endowment, 
and all other sources, with the rate per 
head of the present population, and the 
total amount expended. 


Mr. BIRRELL:. The total amount 
received by the Department of Agriculture 
since its establishment is £2,507,646, in- 
cluding £185,000 paid over to the Con- 
pores Districts Board. Excluding the 

ter sum, the amount.is equivalent to an 
annual rate of 1s. 6d. per head of the 
present Po ulation of Ireland. The un- 
expende neces of the Parliamentary 
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Vote surrendered to the Exchequer 
during the seven years amounted to 
£33,510 approximately. The unexpended: 
balance of the Endowment Fund on 31st 
ultimo was £383,054, of which £125,124 
is earmarked for the purposes specified 
under Section 15 (c) and Section 16 (1). 
(a) to (f) of the Agriculture and Technical 
nstruction (Ireland) Act, 1899. The: 
balance has been allocated by the Agri- 
cultural Board for agricultural purposes. 
under the terms of Section 16 (9) of the 
same Act. The amount actually expended, 
excluding the sum paid over to the Con- 
gested Districts Board, was £1,916,082.. 


Dowra (Cavan) Disturbances. 

Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
police report to the effect that Mr. John- 
ston, of Bawnboy House, when about to. 
visit his property near Dowra, county 
Cavan, on 19th February last, was met 
by acrowd with drums and horns and. 
was prevented from proceeding ; whether 
the bench of magistrates at Dowra petty 
sessions decided that the assembly was 
unlawful; and why the accused were- 
forthwith discharged. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police summoned 
several persons for unlawful assembly on 
the occasion referred to in the Question. 
The case was heard on 10th instant, when 
the magistrates held that the offence was. 
proved, and that the facts would have- 
justified them in binding the defendants 
to keep the peace. Having regard, how- 
ever, to the previous good character of the- 
defendants, and to the fact that there had 
been no renewal of the disorder, the 
magistrates did not think it necessary to 
require bail. 


Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON : Is the. 
right hon, Gentleman aware that in 
March last a postman was assaulted at 
this place in the execution of his duty ? 
Will he see that the magistrates do. 
enforce the law ? 


Mr. BIRRELL hoped the magistrates 
did so in all parts of Ireland. 


*Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY inquired 
if Mr. Johnston was deputy-lieutenant of 
the county, — master of the Orange- 
men, and a Poor Law guardian, and if he- 
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‘did not hold several other similar public 
appointments in the locality ; and would 
the Chief Secretary save him from the 
pain caused by the suggestion that he 


“was unpopular amongst his supposed 


friends. 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Mr. Michael Murphy's Macroom Estate. 
. Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
Michael Murphy, J.P., the Demesne, 


“Cloyne, landlord of a property at 


Inchinasingane, near Macroom, county 
Cork, has served certain of his tenants 
with debtors’ summonses in the Bank- 
tuptey Court recently for arrears of 
rent ; can he state whether negotiations 
for the purchase of this estate were pro- 
ceeding for some time, and that the 
landlord agreed to leave a settlement 
of the question to arbitration, but subse- 
quently receded from this agreement ; 
will he say whether it is customary for 
landlords to use the procedure of the 
Bankruptcy Courts for the recovery of 
their rents; and can he give the number 
of cases in which landlords took proceed- 
ings in the Bankruptcy Court against 
their tenants since the passing of the 
Land Act of 1903. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The Registrar of the 


Cork local Court of ig rag in- 
forms me that in February last debtors’ 


summonses at the suit of Mr. Murphy 
were served on three tenants for sums 
of £65, £65, and £55 respectively, being 
the amounts of judgments of the King’s 
Bench Division in respect of which the 
Sheriff had made a return of no goods. 
The Registrar informs me that it is not 
unusual for landlords to take —— 
in the Bankruptcy Court for the recovery 
of rent, when the ordinary mode of 
procedure has failed. I have no in- 
formation of the number of cases in 
which such proceedings have been taken in 
the chief and local Courts of Bankruptcy. 
The question of sale has not come before 
the Estates Commissioners and they have 
no knowledge of any negotiations which 
may have taken place between the land- 
lord and tenant. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this is merely 
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a family dispute and that the tenants 
referred to are the landlord’s brothers ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


North Antrim Ineome-tax Appeals. 

Mr. GLENDINNING : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that the 
Income-Tax Commissioners to hear 
appeals from assessments in North Antrim 
sit in Coleraine ; if he is aware of the 
inconvenience it is to North Antrim 
residents to have to go to Coleraine ; and 
whether he could arrange that a one-day 
sitting each year should be held in 
Ballymoney, the most central place for 
residents in North Antrim. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : The special Com- 
missioners state that they were not aware 
of any North Antrim appellants having 
hitherto found it inconvenient to attend 
the place of meeting selected as bein 
nearest to their residences, but they will 
gladly bear in mind the suggestion that 
they should hold a one-day sitting at 
Ballymoney in addition to the sitting to 
be held at Coleraine. 


Irish Land Purchase Acts. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, in view of 
the recent disclosure of losses under the 
Irish Land Purchase Acts and the conse- 

uent dissatisfaction in Ireland, the 

reasury will reconsider favourably the 
suggestion to appoint a small and inde- 
pendent Committee of financial experts, 
with suitable actuarial assistance, to 
examine and report upon all the financial 
methods and practices under those Acts ; 
and, if so, will at least one member be 
placed upon the Committee in whom the 
tenant-purchasers will have confidence. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I understand that 
opportunity is desired for a discussion in 
this House on the financial working of 
the Land Purchase Acts. I am not aware 
of any er for the appointment of a 
Committee of Inquiry. 


Irish Land Purchase Fund. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state the maximum 
amount not bearing interest to the 
credit of the Irish Lund Purchase Fund 
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{24 Aprit 1907} 
in the Bank of England at any time | Captain CRAIG: May I ask is 


since the account was opened ; whether | it necessary at all to have a single 
any amount, and, if so, the maximum, | penny lying in any bank? There are 
at any period has been lying in the Bank | £30,000,000 worth of estates waiting to 
of Ireland without interest; whether be dealt with. 

any effort has been made to procure | 

interest from the Bank of England; and) Mr. RUNCIMAN: Yes, but it must be 
whether any negotiations ve been remembered that you cannot work a large 
carried on with the Irish banks as to the | account of this kind without having a 
terms that might be procured from them | balance in the bank to carry on trans- 
for the use of this money. | actions. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The largest | Caprain CRAIG : Is it not a fact that 
balances on the Land Purchase Fund | for three or four months past £30,000,000 
Account occur when considerable sums | of estates has been in the hands of the 
have been paid up in respect of an issue | Estates Commissioners, and might the hon. 
of stock, which are not immediately | Gentleman not discover by consultation 
required for advances and can only | with the Chief Secretary whether there is 
gradually be invested. The maximum | any necessity to have any balance at all 
balance to the credit of the fund in the , lying in the bank ? 

Bank of England at any time since the | 
account was opened was £2,385,310 on 


the 9th April, 1904, which in great part yy, 7 MACVEAGH : I would like to 


was due to instalments being paid up | : 
: : . + ask whether, if the Bank of Ireland 
under discount in respect of the first. allows indeelil om 0 cumvent antounh. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 








issue of guaranteed 2? per cent. Stock. | 


Of this sum £1,500,000 was invested by 
the 15th April. The balance at the 
Bank of Ireland, except to meet the 
weekly advance to the Irish Land Com- 
missioners, seldom exceeds £1,000. The 
balances on the accounts of the Commis- 
sioners, whether in the Bank of England 
orin the Bank of Ireland, do not bear 
interest. No attempt has been made to 
obtain from the Bank of England an) 
allowance of interest on the balance of | 
this account,,as it would be contrary to | 
the rules of the bank. The balance is | 
invested as closely as possible in securi- 
ties according to Section 34 (2) of the 
Act. No negotiations such as the hon. 
Member suggests have been carried on 
with the Irish Joint Stock Banks. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the banks in Ireland 
allow the county councils interest upon 
the credit balances of the | current 
accounts, and will he consider the desira- 
bility of directing the attention of the 
National Debt Commissioners to the 
system of finance adopted by the county 
councils in Ireland with the view of 
having it adopted in this country ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I am quite aware 
of that. The question of which bank 
should be dealt with is a very much 
larger question. 


VOL. CLXXIII, [Fourtu Szries.] 


| why so large an amount was left in the 
| Bank of England ? 


| 

| Mr. RUNCIMAN : The hon. Member 
| wishes to know why we did not hold a 
large balance at the Bank of Ireland. 
It was due to representations which 
| were made to us from Ireland, and very 
| largely from the benches opposite. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
hon. Gentleman explain that Answer ? 
Those representations were a complaint 
| that the Government were dealing solely 
| with the Bank of Ireland, and no other 
Irish banks. Was there any representa. 
tion made to use the Bank of England 
| a the Bank of Ireland or any other 
| bank 3 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The hon. Gent: - 
man will understand that the question 
was only with reference to the Bank of 
Ireland. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: The hon. Gentle- 
man’s reply was that representations were 
made from these benches in favour of the 
account being kept in the Bank of 
England. There is not a shadow of 
foundation for that statement. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I said that repre- 
sentations were made about the account 





being kept in the Bank of Ireland. 
C 
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Mr. LONSDALE: In view of the mis- ; blush the suggestion made by the right 
understanding that seems to exist in the | hon. Gentleman seems reasonable. [| 
mind of the hon. Gentleman, will he have | understand he suggests that the discussion 
the amount lying to credit in the Bank | on the Irish Land Bill in Committee might 
of England removed to the Bank of | be prejudiced by the fact that this great 
Ireland ? | question had not been discussed. I con. 

| fess I agree with that. I do not see how 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: No. There is no | it is possible for us to have a satisfactory 
misunderstanding in my mind, and no | discussion in Grand Committee of the 
inference may be drawn from the same. | proposed Irish Land legislation until we 

| have discussed the new grant question 

Later : which has arisen. I therefore view with 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: On Mon-| @pproval the suggestion of the Leader of 
day last, when a number of Questions | the Opposition. 
were asked about the breakdown) | ie . 
of the financial system of the Land) Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Act, 1903, I asked the Prime Minister | That is an element in the case which will 
whether he would afford us an opportunity | be considered and looked into. 
for a discussion of the matter, the im- 
portance of which he and the House| | Westmeath Death Duty Grant. 
generally quite realised. The right hon.| Sir WALTER NUGENT (Westmeath, 
Gentleman was good enough to say that | 8.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
it was a proper matter to be discussed, | Treasury if he is aware that a deduction 
and suggested that we might discuss it on | has been made by the Treasury from the 
an Irish Vote. I wishtoask him whether | amount payable to the Westmeath 
he is aware that the authorities of the | County Council in respect of the Death 
House whom I have consulted, say that | Duty Grant for the year ended 31st 
i would be quite out of order to have | March, 1907 ; if he can state the amount 
such a discussion as we contemplated on | of the deduction and on what account it 
any of the Votes, whether English or | has been deducted ; whether the amount 
Irish ; and whether, in view of this | deducted is entirely lost to the council ; 
situation and in view of the urgency of | and if such deductions are likely to con- 
the question—for until we have that | tinue or occur in the future, or if this is 
discussion we cannot properly discuss| merely a temporary deduction of the 
Irish legislation which has gone upstairs— | money, which will be paid to the council 
he can see his way to promise an oppor- | at a future date. 


tunity for discussing the matter. ; : 
Mr. RUNCIMAN: The amount de- 


Tur PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | ducted in 1907 from the Death Duty Grant 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. Camp- | of county Westmeath was £2,393 9s, Od. 
of which £179 Os. 64. was the net amount 


required from the county by the Irish 
Land Commission towards balancing the 





BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : [| 
understand that it is as the hon. Member 


has said, and that what I suggested the 
other day cannot be done. [ have only | Land Purchase Account under the Pur- 


heard of it, and have not had time to | chase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, and 
consider what alternative proposal I can | £2,214 8s. 6d. represented the net 
make, but we will at once look into the | amount chargeable to the county under 
matter and meet the hon. Member’s | the Irish Land Act, 1903. This last sum 
wishes as far as possible. includes £254 in respect of arrears of 
annuities, and £1,960 on account of the de- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon- | ficiency of the Income Account of the Irish 
don): May I ask whether any arrange-| Land Purchase Fund. Approximately, 
ments can be made to prevent the | £750 may be taken asa merely temporary 
discussion of the Bill which has gone | deduction, and the balance as in part a 
upstairs beginning until we have had a | final charge on the county, and in part a 
discussion on the matter which has | charge ultimately to be recouped when 
arisen 4 the final instalments of purchase annuity 
are paid. For an explanation of the 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This has/| general Question, I would refer the hon. 
come to me quite without notice. At first | Member to my Answer to the Question 
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of the hon. Member for Waterford on the | the rates, the Government will, as recom- 
22nd April, 1907.7 | mended by the Royal Commission on 
| London Traffic, appoint a traffic board, 
New York Peace Congress. | with power to regulate and supervise the 
*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Prime | various transport services of the metro- 
Minister whether the Peace Congress | polis. 
recently held in New York had any | 
international basis ; whether Great Britain) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
was represented thereat by any authorised | The question of London Traffic is engaging 
agent or agents ; and whether the resolu- | the careful attention of the Government, 
tions adopted in respect of the Hague | but I am unable to hold out any hope of 
Conference have any authority, other | legislation during the present session. I 
than such as they may derive from the must not be understood to admit the 
character of those who adopted such | suggestion in the hon. Member’s Question 
resolutions. | as to the detrimental effect of the 
competition to which he refers. 
Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
The National Arbitration and Peace| Sim HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Congress at New York has no inter- | Central): Have any steps been taken to 
national character, and is understood tobe regulate the tearing up of the roads 
a meeting of private societies interested in| by an enormous number of different 
the question of settling disputes between | authorities ? 
countries by arbitration. His Majesty’s | 
Ambassador at Washington and His, Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Excellency the Governor - General of That is another question. 
Canada were invited to attend the dinner | 
which closed the congress on the 17th}; Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford) : Is it 
instant. As to the latter part of the | not a fact that the action of the London 
Question the Answer is in the negative. | County Council in providing rapid and 
| cheap transit from the crowded areas into 
Standing Orders and Blocking Motions. the healthier areas has been the means of 
Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I | reducing lunacy, and thereby conferring 
beg to ask the Prime Minister what | @ benefit on the community at large ? 
progress, if any, has been made with | : 
regard to the Standing Order dealing | [No Answer was given. ] 
with blocking Bills and Motions. | 
Government Valuation Bills. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:| Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask 
‘The Government quite realise the import- | the Prime Minister whether the 
ance of this matter and they are giving | Valuation Bills, of which he spoke 
it their attention, but it is one of those; at the Holborn Restaurant, will pro- 
questions which can only finally be} vide the basis of rating reform in 
settled by general consent of the House. | rural as well as in urban areas and if not, 
It appears to me, therefore, to be unde-! why it is proposed to exclude rural areas 
eval to be in too great a hurry to| from the benefits of this reform. 
arrive at a solution. 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
London Traffic. It is unusual to disclose the character of 
Sir WILLIAM BULL (Hammer. | @ Bill before its introduction, and my 


‘smith): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
if the attention of the Government had 
been called to thé detrimental effect of 
the competition existing between the 
transport authorities of the metropolis ; 
and whether, having regard to the proba- 
bility of private enterprise in transport | 


hon. friend will see, I think, that this is 
a rule which cannot be broken in the 
present case. 


The Land Policy of the Government—The 
Prime Minister and the Demand for 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R, 


being unable to compete with transport | Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the Prime 
| Minister on what official formation he 
has relied in making the statement that 


C2 


enterprise carried on on the security of 





f See (4) Debates, clxxii., 1425, e¢ seq. i 
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in one district after another the demand 
for land for the purposes of use and labour 
is met with blank denial ; and whether 
he can lay such information before the 
House, giving the names of the districts 
to which he referred. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon. Gentleman puts me in a position 
of some difficulty. If I were to refer 


him, in detail, to the evidence on which | 


the passage that he selects from my speech 
was based I might seem to be accusing 
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postponed the sitting intended to haye 
been held on Saturday because of the 
number of resignations that have occurred 
among its Members, and what steps, if 
any, have been taken to fill such 
vacancies ; and whether the Chairman 
has been kept officially informed from 
time to time of the tender of resignation 
by any member or consulted as to the 
filling up of any vacancy on the Commis- 
sion. 





| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


him of ignorance of the official testimony | The Chairman of the Commission has 
gathered, sifted, and reported on for the| heen kept fully informed of every step. 
most part by his own political friends. | which has been taken by the Government 
And besides, I should be guilty of making | in connection with the recent vacancies 
an inordinate demand upon the time of | which have occurred. The names of 
the House on account of the abundance | Sir David Brynmor Jones, the Rev. J. 
of the testimony. If, on the other hand, I} Morgan Gibbon, and Mr. John Herbert 
were to give him only general references | Davies, Registrar of University College, 
I might be accused of shirking what Aberystwith, have been subrzitted to the 
appears to be a perfectly sincere demand | King for approval as Members of the 


for information. I think perhaps the 
best course for me to follow will be this. | 
I have with me a sort of catalogue, | 
extending to the dimensions almost of a | 
pamphlet, of the testimony on which this 
extract was based, and if an educa- 
tional purpose would be served I 
should be glad to circulate it with 
the Votes.t There are, as no doubt 
he knows, various Returns and Re- 
ports bearing on the subject of small 
holdings and cottages. There is, for 
instance, the Report of the Select 
Committee of 1890 which was presided 
over by the.right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham, and there 
is the recent Reports of Lord Onslow’s 
Committee and the Select Committee on 
Rural Housing. But, as I have said, I 
will endeavour to provide him with 
samples, so that his researches may be 
rendered as little arduous as possible. 
Apart from the official evidence on the 
subject, it is, I imagine, within the 
knowledge of every Member of this 
House who is at all acquainted with rural 
life, that in very many parts of the 
country it is impossible to secure either 
sites for cottages or land for the purpose 
of small holdings. 


Welsh Church Commission. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 


Commission. 


NEW BILL. 


MORTGAGE OF PREMISES BILL. 

“To amend the Law in regard to the 
Mortgaging of Premises containing trade 
machinery,” presented by Mr. Joseph 
Walton; supported by Sir William 
Holland, Mr. Crombie, and Mr. Parkes ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 
24th June, and to be printed. [Bill 167.} 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


{Mr. Emmort (Oldham) in the Chair. } 


INCOME TAX. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Income Tax shall be charged for 
the year beginning the 6th day of April, 
1907, at the rate of one shilling in the 
pound.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


*Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) expressed regret that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
no reference to the valuable evidence given 
before the Income-Tax Committee, which 





whether the Welsh Church Commission 
y + See Col. 10. 





showed very clearly that the incidence of 
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the estate duty now had a very consider- 
able effect in differentiating between 
earned and unearned incomes. If the 
right hon. Gentleman was not satisfied 
with the differentiation which now existed, 
surely it would be a fair and simple plan, 
both from the point of view of the Board of 
Inland Revenue and from that of the 
taxpayer, to slightly readjust the estate 
duties. He could not help thinking that 
the proposal of the right hon. in, So 
would create very great irritation amon, 

certain classes of income-tax payers “a 
that the loss the Exchequer would suffer 
in revenue would be very much more 
than the right hon. Gentleman anticipated 
at the present time. Undoubtedly there 
would be a very serious grievance felt by 
those people whose incomes were on the 
border of £2,000 a year. No doubt a 
great many of them would make perfectly 
honest returns, but there would be a 
last proportion who would do one of two 
things: either they would return the 
earned portion of their income but not the 
whole of the unearned portion, so as to 
bring the total below £2,000 ; and with 
the present staff it would be almost impos- 
sible for the Inland Revenue Authorities 
adequately to check the returns ; or they 
would divide a certain portion of their 
capital among members of their family and 
thus bring their personal incomes under 
£2,000. In that manner they would 
escape the net of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in a perfectly legitimate way. 
There was another section of income-tax 
payers who would feel a sore griev- 
ance, and those were the men whose 
incomes were the result of hard work 
and thrift in early life and who had 
invested their savings to produce, say, 
£700 a year. They would feel that they 
were being penalised on their savings to 
the extent of 3d. in the £ for the 
purpose of granting old-age pensions to 
those who would make no provision for 
the future, and no doubt many of them 
would so frame their return as to 
avoid the tax in a way which had not 
been done before. Was it not better, 
instead of penalising the man who 
had made the savings, to penalise the 
person who succeeded to them? In his 
opinion it would be much fairer to every- 
body, and if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had considered more carefully 
the bearing of the death duties on the 
question of differentiation he surely would 
have slightly readjusted their scale rather 
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than have adopted his present proposal. 
The right hon. Gentleman anticipated a 
loss of £1,250,000 on the income-tax, and 
he proposed to make it up by a change in 
the death duties. People who were 
not millionaires had little sympathy 
with those who were, and looked very 
calmly on any proposal to increase 
the taxation upon them. But he was 
very much surprised to hear the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer declare the other 
day that the predictions made at the time 
the death duties were instituted had been 
absolutely falsified, and that no country 
houses had been shut up in consequence 
of them. If the right hon. Gentleman 
took a tour of the country districts he 
would not find a single connty in which 
some house had not been shut up simply 
because of the incidence of these duties, or 
cases where people whose families had lived 
in the same house for generations had been 
compelled to let it to strangers, and the 
servants employed about them had had to 
be turned adrift. He did not profess to 
possess expert financial knowledge, and 
would not therefore offer an opinion as 
to the extent that capital would be 
driven out of the country in conse- 
quence of the increased duties, but it 
seemed to him that in inflicting extra 
penalties on this class of people, they 
were imposing them on the persons most 
able to avoid them if they desired to do 
so. The question of raising death duties 
should also be examined from another 
point of view, and that was the bearing it 
would have on the receipts coming into 
the Exchequer. Since they had been 
instituted, many persons, in view of the 
burden that would be inflicted on their 
successors, had divided up their estate 
among their family during their lifetime 
and thus escaped the duty, and he ven- 
tured to think that the result of putting 
a further burden on the large estates 
would be to encourage that practice. 
The consequence of that would be that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
suffer the loss of a very considerable 
amount of revenue, and he very much 
doubted that he would be able to come 
down to the House on introducing his next 
Budget, and tell them that he had a large 
sum at his disposal for old-age pensions 
and so forth. The President of the 
Board of Education had told them the 
other day that the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had paid off more debt during 
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the time he had. been in office than any 
of his predecessors, while he had reduced 
taxation as well. Nobody quarrelled 
with the amount of debt which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had paid off, 
and he thought that all sides of the House 
recognised that the right hon. Gentleman 
had adopted a most courageous course 
in doing so; but as regarded the 
actual taxation which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had remitted he 
did not feel so much impressed with 
the excellence of his action as did the 
President of the Board of Education. 
Last year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
took 1d. off the tea duty, which he per- 
suaded the House would confer con- 
siderable benefit upon the poor con- 
sumer. Some of them had doubted 
that last year, and he was rather surprised 
to hear the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
say this year that was perfectly 
satisfied that any further attempt to 
deal with the tea duty in the way of 
taking a further 1d. off would be of no 
real benefit to the consumer of tea. That 
was directly contrary to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument last year, and he 
would like to know what material facts 
had arisen to induce him to change his 
view. The other tax which the right 
hon. Gentleman had remitted was the coal 
duty. He could not help thinking that 
the right hon. Gentleman as Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and not as 
Member for East Fife, must be looking 
about for sums of revenue for proposed 
social reforms, and that he must regret 
the loss of the coal tax, because the 
amount it had produced to the Exchequer 
had not been decreasing but increas- 
ing annually. The total export of 
coal from this country had increased 
from 58,405,000 tons in 1900 to 67,783,000 
tons in 1906; while the proportion of 
the exports to the total produced had 
increased from 25 per cent. in 1900 to 
30°6 per cent. in 1906. When they 
remembered that the direct result of the 
remission of the tax had been to raise the 
price of coal to the home consumer, he 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
must realise that in taking off this tax he 
had lost a very valuable source of revenue, 
and had conferred, not a _ benefit on 
the consumers of coal, but an additional 
burden, which he was not justified in 
imposing uponthem. With regard to the 


Mr. Hicks Beach. 
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other parts of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s speech, he thought that in 
doing away with the system of assigned 
revenue to the tocal taxation account 
the right hon. Gentleman had taken 
a wise step, and one which the 
county councils of the country would 
accept, provided that it was clearly 
understood that they would not suffer 
in any way by the action which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had taken. 
The right hon. Gentleman next year 
no doubt would be in a position, having 
control of the imposition of duties upon 
licences and upon motor cars, to take 
some steps for the raising of those various 
duties; but he very much doubted 
whether the brewing trade at the present 
moment was so flourishing that it 
could bear any material increase in 
taxation; though no doubt it might 
be possible to readjust some of their 
burdens in a more equitable manner. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer pro- 
posed next year to increase the tax on 
motor cars, he hoped he would remember 
that the people who really ought to derive 
some benefit from the increase were 
those country ratepayers who now had 
to pay so heavily towards the upkeep of 
the roads of the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in the early part of his 
speech, had claimed the support of former 
free trade Unionist Chancellors of the 
Exchequer for keeping up the cocoa duty, 
although slightly protective in character. 
Everyone of these free trade Unionists 
had predicted that owing to the increase 
of normal expenditure of the country it 
would be absolutely necessary to broaden 
in some way or other the basis of our 
taxation; and he very much doubted 
whether the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be able to find money for various 
social reforms without carrying out 
their prediction. 


*Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn) said that 
no Budget had been looked forward to 
with so much expectation as that which 
was now before the Committee, and no 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had ever 
had such a magnificent opportunity as 
the present occupant of that office. From 
the point of view of those with whom 
he was associated, no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had ever more dismally 
disappointed expectations; none had 
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ever failed more miserably in using his 
opportunity. There was one statement 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with which they fully agreed, that if ever 
a Government had been returned to office 
under the expectancy that it would deal 
with questions of social reform, it was 
this Government. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman had said that this Government was 
expected to find a way and to provide 
the means for carrying out schemes of 
social reform. It was quite true that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer stated 
further that the words “ social reform ” 
seemed indefinite, but their idea of social 
reform was a more equitable distribution 
of national wealth. If they took the 
question of housing the poor, the con- 
dition of labour, the want of educational 
opportunities, indeed everything which 
they understood by the social problem, 
they recognised that the root-fault was 
in the unequal and unjust distribution 
of wealth. They did not say that by 
the Budget it was possible to deal com- 
pletely with this question. The subject 
was not so simple as that, but 
they did believe that a courageous 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could do a 
great deal towards palliating conse- 
quences and conditions which could only 
be changed by legislation. In regard to 
social reform, what they required was 
that the Government should be deter- 
mined to deal with the fact that 43 per 
cent, of the hardest working part of our 
population, however hard they might 
labour, however thrifty they might be, 
were not able to command incomes 
sufficient to provide themselves with 
the necessaries of decent subsistence. 
They saw every year the productive 
power of their labour increasing. The 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer told 
the House in his last Budget speech that 
the capital wealth of the country was 
increasing by about £200,000,000 a year. 
The income tax returns told the same 
tale. Was the condition of those who 
were producing that_ wealth improving ? 
They were told from the Treasury 
Bench a few months ago that in each 
one of the five years before last year the 
wages of the workers had been going 
down, and in each of these five years the 
cost of living had been going up. He 
knew there were hon. Members opposite 
who would answer that statement by 
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saying they were the consequences of 
the War. But they were not due to 
the War. The Board of Trade Return 
showed an increased production in each 
succeeding year. The incom-etax re- 
turns showed increasing profits every 
year. Therefore, the social problem as 
it presented itself from their point of 
view was that the House should devise 
some means by which this increasing 
wealth should not continue to go into the 
possession of a small section of the 
community, the section who, largely, 
did nothing whatever to produce it. The 
Legislature should devise some means 
on behalf of those who, by the sweat of 
their brow, or the ingenuity of their 
brains, contributed to this increasing 
aggregate wealth of the country. What 
had the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
done? The Government were to find 
the way and provide the means for re- 
dressing these unjust conditions between 
poverty and wealth. The mass of the 
people gained nothing whatever from any 
proposal put forward in the Budget. 
The only people who received considera- 
tion were those with incomes which 
raised them very considerably above the 
comfortable standard of living. £160 a 
year was at least sufficient to provide 
food enough, clothing enough, and decent 
shelter. But nearly one half of the 
working class population had not in- 
comes which would provide them with 
decent shelter, sufficient food, and warm 
clothing. There were 2,000,000 families in 
this country whose income was below £1 
week, and the problem was how the 
husband, wife, and three or four children 
were to be kept on that amount. The 
cost of food for one person alone in the 
workhouse was 3s. a week, though the 
food was bought at wholesale prices ; 
and if a family of five was to be main- 
tained on the standard of the workhouse 
subsistence, of the £1, 15s. would have 
to be spent on food alone. That was a 
problem which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could not solve. Working 
class families had to do it, or at least 
they were trying to do it, but in fact they 
did not doit. They were living below 
the standard of workhouse subsistence, 
and that was why they were hearing so 
much about the physical deterioraticn 
of the people. The heavy taxation 
which that class had to bear aggravated 
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their condition. And the way in which 


taxation was laid upon them made them | 


largely unconscious of the fact that they 
were paying taxes. 
that if the mass of the people of this 


country were conscious of the amount | 


they were paying in taxation they would | 
present a demand to the Government, 
a demand stronger than the appeal to | 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
was’ open, namely, the piteous cry of | 
the distressed income-tax payer. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had stated | 
that there were £20,000,000 of war 
taxation remaining. He found that. 
of this £20,000,000 of war taxation, | 
£11,000,000 was derived from indirect 
taxation, and four-fifths, probably ten- 
elevenths, of that indirect taxation was 
paid by the working classes, whose 
average income did not come to 25s. a 
week. There was no redress in this 
Budget. The only thing that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer offered to 
them was an indefinite promise of old- 
age pensions, but at their own expense. 
It was important to make that point 
clear. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had a surplus, and of that surplus_ 
£1,250,000 was to be devoted to relieving | 
incomes over £160 per annum. The rest | 


of the surplus was paid by poor people | 


through indirect taxation. It was im- 
portant to emphasise that fact, and the 
Government might depend upon it that 
they would use the opportunities they 
had outside the House to tell the) 
people of the country that the remission | 
of the taxation was on incomes of £40 a 
week, that the benefit was being given 
by this social reform Government to 
that class at the expense of families with 
incomes of less than £1 a week. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said that 
every class of the community must pay 
for social reform. But the justification 
of old-age pensions’ was that those who 
were to receive them were too poor 
during their active life to provide their 
own old-age pensions. If it were not 
so, there would be no justification for 
advocating a scheme of old-age pensions. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, how- 


ever, proposed to make the working | 
people pay for their own old-age pen- | 
taken from a man by the tax. The 


sions, though the capacity of the mass 
of the people to bear taxation was less | 
to-day that it had been at any time during | 


Mr. Snowden. 
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He was quite sure | 
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the capacity of the other class about whom 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was so 
solicitous? He found from the income- 
| tax return that in the first ten years of 
the twenty years preceding last year 
| the amount of the income brought under 
| review of the Commissioners of Inland 
| Revenue, increased by £47,000,000 a 
year. He found that in the last ten 
years of the twenty years the increase 
| was, not £47,009,000, but £235,000,000 
a year. That was to say, that in the 
‘last ten years the wealth of the people 
to whom the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
referred as being liable to income-tax, 
had been increasing seven timés more 
| rapidly than in the preceding ten years. 
Yet that was the class who were to 
receive consideration at the hands of 
this social reform Government. They 
were not unfavourable to differentiation 
between earned and unearned income. 
They had repeatedly admitted that to 
tax at the same rate as unearned incomes 
those incomes which were arduously 
earned was a hardship upon those workers 
whose incomes were just above the 
taxable limit. A favourable opportunity 
| presenting itself, they would heartily 
| support the removal of such a hardship 
and injustice. But he submitted that 
|this was not a favourable opportunity, 
and that that class could well afford to 
| wait until the more urgent claims of the 
| poorer people had been considered and 
|dealt with. Then they had another 
| complaint to make, he was going to say 
‘of the action, but rather the want of 
action on the part of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in leaving untouched 
incomes above £2,000 a year. That class 
of income was increasing, and the people 
with incomes of over £2,000 a year usually 
did not earn them. [“Oh!”] The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had ad- 
mitted that practically himself, namely, 
‘that incomes above £2,000 a year were 
/unearned. Those incomes would escape 
with the moderate tax of Is. in the 
£. If they looked at the question of 
the super-tax the same thing applied 
It depended on the point of view from 
which they looked at it. It was the 
wrong point of view to regard what was 








| point of view from which to look at it was 
to see what remained of the income. 
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paid £300 a year 
£300 looked a big 
sum, but there remained of the 
private income £5,700—an income 
which in nine cases out of ten was not 
earned by the individual who had it, 
and who belonged to a class which was 
largely increasing and discharged no 
useful or necessary social service. And 
there was a social aspect as well as an 
economic aspect of this question. It 
was not good for an individual that he 
should have command of a large income 
like that without doing honest and useful 
work. Now, here was a vast field for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
exploit by means of a super-tax. He 
could have raised sufficient by a super- 
tax on incomes above £2,000 a year to 
have started an adequate scheme of 
old-age pensions. How far would 
£1,500,000 go to provide a scheme of old- 
age pensions? ‘lhe Departmental Com- 
mittee which inquired into the subject 
reported that £3,000,000 a _ year 
would be required to pay 5s. a week 
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£6,0°0 a year 
in income tax. 


at the age of seventy-five years. 
£1,500,000 would provide 5d. a 
week at the age of seventy-five. 


Why, at the age of seventy-five poor 
people were not thinking about old-age 
pensions but funeral expenses. It was 
an insult to poverty and to the old folk 
of this country to suggest the beginning 
of a scheme of old-age pensions with 
so miserably inadequate a sum as 
£1,500,000. ,They were hearing a great 
deal just now about making a beginning, 
no matter how moderate. He said that 
at atime like the present an appeal like 
that was a traitorous appeal. He would 
be perfectly willing to have a moderate 
beginning if that moderate beginning 
were the only thing they could do. But 
it was not so in this matter. The income 
of the community was increasing every 
year by a sum sufficient to give pen- 
sions of 5s. a week at sixty-five years 
of age to everybody ten times over. 
When they had a state of things like 
that, it was a traitorous appeal to ask 
them to be satisfied with a pension of 
15d. a week at seventy-five years of age. 
The most painful thing to him in the 
statement of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was the indication of how 
little he appreciated the social reform 


spirit of the country. That spirit was 
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not going to be satisfied with homao- 
pathic doses of social reform. The people 
were beginning to recognise every day 
more clearly what was the cause of 
poverty. They were beginning to see 
the fact that a few people by the power of 
law were able to appropriate to them- 
selves, without necessarily rendering any 
useful service whatever, this continual 
increase of the wealth of the country, and 
they were quite determined that a social 
reform Government of the future should 
deal with this question. They knew 
that money would be required, and they 
did not expect it, like the Israelitish 
manna, to fall from the heavens. But they 
knew that the money could be found. 
Earnest social reformers knew where the 
money could be found, and no Govern- 
ment would continue long to receive their 
support which was not determined in the 
most courageous manner to deal with 
these questions of poverty and social 
reform, and they were not going to be 
content to have the spectacle which ap- 
peared almost every day in the news- 
paper of men of whom they had never 
before heard "dying and leaving fortunes 
amounting to millions of pounds. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer by 
the death duties was going to raise a 
small sum a year. It was a curious fact 
that a moderate increase of the percentage 
on the death duties brought in a verv small 
increase of revenue. They would have 
to put on a very much heavier per- 
centage if they were going to increase 
the revenue by any considerable amount. 
Again he asked the House to look on 
that question from a practical point of 
view. If they took £300,000 from a 
fortune of £3,000,000, there still remained 
the sum of £2,700,000, a sum far more 
than necessary to keep those who had 
the good fortune to inherit it from any 
fear of the workhouse. Quite inade- 
quately he had put before the House 
their idea of social reform, and they were 
going to be satisfied with nothing less. 
They knew where the money could be 
found, and he ventured to hope that 
before the tenure of office of this Govern- 
ment had run out it would take its 
courage into its two hands and deter- 
mine to tackle this question boldly, and 
certain it was, that if the Government 
did not do this it would meet the fate 
of every preceding Liberal Government 
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when it had next to appeal to the 
country. 


*Mr. 8S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid.) said the speech of the hon. Member 
who had just sat down was a lecture on 
social reform rather than a criticism 
of the Budget, and so it would be regarded 
by Members of the House. He had 
listened very carefully to the remarks 
of the hon. Member to see whether or 
not he had anything practical to suggest. 
He was quite sure that the hon. Member 
with the magnanimity which he possessed 
would confess that there was on the 
Ministerial side of the House as well as 
upon the other side below the gangway, 
a sincere desire for the better condition 
of the people. The hon. Member 
demanded that the Budget should bring 
about an even distribution of wealth. 
But so far as he understood it, the 
consideration of the Budget of the 
year dealt with the equilable adjvs‘ ment 
of taxaiion, and was not the occasion 
to preach doctrines with regard to the 
equal division of wealth and of property. 
They were dealing now with taxes, 
and not with wealth; and the only 
part of the speech of the hon. Member 
which was of a practical character was 
that in which hesuggested that a greater 
burden of taxation should be placed, as 
stated by his right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Education, on 
the shoulders best able to bear that 
burden. General criticism was made by 
the hon. Member of the taxation of the food 
of the people—indirect taxation. He him- 
self held the opinion, as the hon. Member 
did, that too much was being taken from 
the pockets of the people by means of 
indirect taxation, but at the same time 
they ought to remember that it was only 
by means of indirect taxation that the 
working classes contributed to the ex- 
penses of carrying on the affairs of the 
country. He thought it would be an 
evil day if such expenditure as was 
caused in reference to the war in South 
Africa could be incurred without being 
felt by the working classes. They knew 
perfectly well that the men for whom ina 
special sense the hon. Member assumed to 
speak were in large measure, in very large 
proportion, in favourofthe war. For his 


own part, looking at the general interests 
of the country, looking to the import- 
Mr. Snowden. 
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ance of the country’s keeping at peace 
with the whole world, he thought it 
would be an evil day when a war could be 
lightly embarked upon without some 
of the consequences being directly felt by 


all classes in the nation. With regard to 
the taking away, as he supposed the hon. 
Member suggested, of some of the taxes 
now imposed, on tea and sugar—for 
he did not suppose that the hon. Member 
in his proposal of social reform meant 
to take away the taxes on beer, spirits, 
or articles of that kind—personally he 
would have been glad if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had seen his way to 
take a penny off the tea duty, and to 
diminish in some respects the tax on 
sugar. But, after all, they must in this 
matter give some confidence to those 
whose duty it was to look after the affairs 
of the country, and who made promises— 
not “indefinite promises,” who made ap- 
peals—not “ traitorous appeals,” but who 
gave definite pledges that a large sum of 
money which would be got this year out 
of the increased taxes, together with m ore 
money which would be got next year, 
would be devoted towards a scheme for 
old-age pensions. The criticism of the 
hon. Member opposite, if he might without 
offence say so, would have been better 
if it had been less exaggerated and 
less venomous. After all it was 
really time for hon. Members opposite 
to cease thinking or saying that all 
the evil was to be found in the Liberal 
Party, and that all the good was in 
their own. Whatever good measures. 
were passed were claimed as the work 
of the Independent Labour Party. The 
hon. Member for Leicester, at Cardiff on 
Sunday last, had boasted that the Trades. 
Disputes Act of last session was, for- 
sooth, the great achievement of the In- 
dependent Labour Party. To all those 
who were in the last Parliament as well 
as in this Parliament, such language as 
was used by the hon. Member with 
regard to the Liberal Party and their 
promises, their pledges, and perform- 
ances seemed hardly compatible with 
the intelligence they knew the hon. 
Gentleman possessed. What was the 
use of saying to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who had produced a courage- 
ous Budget, who had increased in some 
measure, not so far as the hon. Member 
wished or as he himself wished, the 
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burden of those best able to bear it, that 
he’was making a traitorous appeal, that 
the Budget was a dismal disappointment 
and a miserable failure ? Let them come 
to close quarters and see what was done. 
First of all, did the hon. Member object to 
that portion of the Budget which dealt with 
what might be called paying their way ? It 
was as important for a country to pay 
its way as for individuals. For his 
part he regarded it as part of social 
reform, and whenever he had the oppor- 
tunity to speak to the working classes, he 
impressed upon them the importance of 
keeping freefrom debt. If they could get 
rid of the credit system in this country 
they would go a long way to improve 
the conditions of which the hon. Member 
complained. Did the hon. Member com- 
plain of that part of the Budget which 
raised new taxation so far as it went? 
The proposals of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer followed in some important 
respects the recommendations of the 
Income-Tax Committee last year, before 
which the hon. Member for Blackburn 
gave interesting and valuable evidence. 
That Committee had been very successful 
and had achieved a great deal. It first 
of all prevailed on the officials of the 
Inland Revenue to modify their views. 
{t was perfectly well known that the 
attitude of the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment had been like a hard wall against 
which it was no use knocking their heads. 
The officials of the Inland Revenue 
Department had induced the former 
Government and Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when considering the question 
of the income-tax to refuse to bring 
within the purview of such a Committee 
the consideration in any form at all of 
the graduation or differentiation of the 
tax. One of the things which last 
year’s Committee then succeeded in doing 
was to modify, if not completely to 
alter, the views of some of the head 
officials in that Department. They did 
more than that, they convinced their 
Chairman, who came to the Committee 
not at all convinced in favour of differen- 
tiation, and greatly doubting the practica- 
bility of graduation. They also convinced 
the President of the Board of Education, 
who came to the Committee as “ hide- 
bound” as any of the officials against 
the suggested changes. It was pleasant 
to hear his right hon. friend defend- 
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ing the proposals of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, to many of which 
he certainly would not have agreed 
when the Committee began to sit. 
Moreover, the Committee in a short 
space of time carried conviction to 
the mind of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if that were necessary. How 
far had the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gone in dealing with that question ? 
The Committee should be reminded of 
the number of people with the smaller 
incomes who would be relieved by the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. With the income-tax standing 
at ls. in the £ under the abatement 
system, an income of £200 a year paid 
now at the rate of 24d. in the £; £300, 
54d.; £400, 74d. ; £500, 84d. ; £600, 94d. ; 
£700, 10°8d. or nearly 11d. in the £. 
Everything above £700 was 1s. in the £. 
In respect of all these incomes which 
would be earned the tax would this 
year be again reduced to 25 per cent. ; 
and of course above £700 and up to 
£2,000 all earned incomes would also have 
the tax reduced by 3d. in the £. He 
would give the figures of earned incomes 
up to £2,000 a year—the incomes affected 
by the new tax. As far as the Returns 
showed the incomes under £2,000 a year 
dealt with under Schedule D. (and it 
represented only earned incomes), num- 
bered 453,351 separate assessments in 
Great Britain and 20,501 in Ireland. 
To that number must be added firms 
—he did not mean limited companies— 
and he reckoned that on an average 
which he thought was very small there 
were 24 members to each firm. In that 
way firms whose incomes were under 
£2,000 represented 113,647 taxpayers in 
Great Britain and 4,377 in Ireland. 
There were other firms whose income 
was over £2,000, but whose individual * 
members had incomes under £2,000 
who would be affected by this pro- 
posal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. He reckoned these at about 
4,000. Then we had under Schedule E. 
which represented earned incomes derived 
from public offices and so forth under 
£2,000, in Great Britain, 370,477, and 
in Ireland, 14,875. The total of these 
figures showed that about 981,228 persons, 
or nearly a million of taxpayers who paid 
income-tax on earned incomes up to 


£2,000 would be relieved by the changes 
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and reductions made by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Tliose interested in 
the reform of the income-tax would be 
glad to find that those on whom the 
burden had pressed most heavily were 
relieved in such numbers as indicated. 
The £2,000 limit had been criticised by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. His own 
opinion as a politician was that it was a 
fair figure, but he could have wished 
that for the purpose of the better 
working of the scheme there had been an 
easier gradation when the figure was 
approached than the one _ proposed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Cases might be put showing that under 
the scheme as proposed, hardship would 
arise by reason of the way in which 
the earned and unearned portions of 
incomes near the figure of £2,000 were 
to be dealt with. A man who earned 
£1,600 and who had an unearned income 
of £400 (representing a capital of 
£10,000) and whose income was there- 
fore £2,000 a year, would pay £80 tax : 
whereas his neighbour who had an 
income of 2,000 guineas, all of which he 
earned, and who had no capital would 
pay £105 tax. He hoped that means 
would be devised to make the gradation 
more easy. The other day an hon. 
Gentleman opposite criticised the appli- 
cation of the principle of differentiation, 
as between earned and unearned incomes, 
and not as between precarious and per- 
manent ones. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was perfectly right in saying 
that the Committee considered this 
matter very carefully from every point 
of view. The Committee had considered 
the question of permanent and _pre- 
carious incomes, and they came to the 
conclusion that the best words to express 
their view and the best principle to be 
adopted were “ earned ” and “ unearned.” 
He agreed entirely that that was the 
proper distinction to make. He very 
much regretted, howéver, that the Govern- 
ment had stopped at differentiation ; 
because the proposals of the Committee 
were quite as strongly in favour of 
graduation as of differentiation. He 
regretted that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had not been able this year to 
give effect to the recommendations of the 
Committee in that direction, but he 
noted the fact that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not shut the door against the 
omen gr of graduation. He did not 


ow that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
Mr. S. T. Evans. 
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chequer was as enthusiastically in favour of 
it as he should like, but he was in hope 
that next year the right hon. Gentleman 
would espouse the principle of graduation 
and place a very much heavier tax on 
the higher incomes. In order to enforce 
his observations, he would quote the 
following words of the Committee— 
“Graduation of the income tax by an ex- 


tension of the existing system of abatements 
is practicable.” 


That had not been done. They stopped 
at £700. The Committee also said— 

‘* Tf it be desired to levy a much higher rate 

of tax upon large incomes (say of £5,000 and 
upwards) than has hitherto been charged, a 
super-tax based on personal declaration would 
be a practical method.” 
He did not think that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would meet such difficulties 
as were anticipated if he proposed to have 
the declaration made compulsory in the 
case of every individual. On this head 
the recommendation of the Committee 
was as follows— 

“A compulsory personal declaration from 
each individual of total net income in respect 
of which tax is payable is expedient, and 
would do much to prevent the evasion and 
avoidance of income-tax which at | resent 
prevails.” 

There might be some difficulty in arrang- 
ing with the Inland Revenue officials 
for adapting the means now at their 
disposal to the compelling of personal 
declarations from everybody this year ; 
but it could not be repeated too often 
that to demand from 800,000 people or 
more a personal declaration as they did 
now, and at the same time to exempt 
from the making of a personal declaration 
people who were at the top of the scale, 
was a thing which could not be defended. 
Why should they call upon the two-thirds 
of the income-tax payers who were at 
the lower end of the scale to make 
a personal declaration and allow the 
other one-third at the upper end of 
the scale to go free? These people 
with small incomes had to make a 
declaration if they wanted an abatement. 
If it was right to extract from them 
by this kind of pressure a personal 
declaration it was equally right to compel 
everybody to declare his income. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was now 
going to compel all employers to make 
returns of the incomes of their employees. 
Everybody in receipt of a taxable salary 
would be included in the list the emplover 
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was bound to make. Why under those 
circumstances should the employer him- 
self be exempted from revealing his 
income ? He was so strong a believer 
in the principle of graduation of the 
income-tax that he would go into the 
lobby in favour of it, not for the pur- 
pose of creating a difficulty for the Govern- 
ment, but for the purpose of bringing 
some pressure to bear upon them to go 
forward. Large incomes between £2,000 
and £50,000 a year were now taxed 
only at 1s. in the £ It was unfair 
and was flying in the face of common- 
sense and justice to say that very 
high incomes should be only taxed 
on the same basis as smaller incomes. 
Graduation of the estate duties did 
not, he contended, sufficiently meet 
what he wanted by the graduation 
of the income-tax. Death duties only 
came in once in a generation; but a 
generation might count anything from 
five to thirty or more years, and they 
were fixed once and for all, whereas 
income-tax varied and might vary 
annually. What had the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer done in regard to 
the death duties? He regarded the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer as a 
courageous man, but in this matter he 
had either shown a great timidity or a 
supersensitive regard for the posthumous 
feelings of the millionaires. Why did 
the right hon. Gentleman not begin at a 
lower figure than £150,000? And why 
so mild with estates of over a million ? 
The additional rate above £10 per cent. 
on estates of more than £1,000,000 only 
attached to the surplus above the 
million, so that only estates of 
£2,000,000 were taxed at the rate 
of 11 per cent.; £2,500,000 estates 
at 114 per cent.; £3,000,000 at 123 
per cent.; £3,500,000 at 13} per cent. ; 
£4,000,000 at 132 per cent.; and £5,000,000 
at 14 per cent. only. Let the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer get rid of his fears of 
the ghosts of departed millionaires and 
dig in this gold mine to alleviate the 
condition of the people and start old-age 
pensions on a large scale. Subject to 
these criticisms he was in favour 
of the Budget, and he regarded the 
pledge of the Chancellor as a definite 


pledge in favour of old-age pensions. 
He looked upon the right hon. Gentle. 
man’s proposals as the minimum, and the 


“ays 


{24 Aprit 1907} 





and Means. 90 


Chancellor could not go further and 
faster forward in the direction in which he 
had started than he wished him to travel. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) said that he would not follow 
the hon. Gentleman who had lectured 
the House on social reform or the hon. 
Gentleman who had lectured his prede- 
cessor not only on political policy but on 
Parliamentary decorum. He confessed 
that the account of the achievements 
of the Income-Tax Committee, which the 
hon. and learned Member for Monmouth- 
shire had given, had filled him with a 
considerable amount of surprise and 
some amusement. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman claimed, amongst other things, 
that the Committee had succeeded in 
convincing the permanent officials of the 
Inland Revenue Department that a super- 
tax was desirable. That he could not 
understand when he found in the memo- 
randum of Sir Henry Primrose on 23rd 
July last that that gentleman stated 
that— 


“Having regard to all those objections ”’ 


—that was to the super-tax— 


‘it would seem clear that the super-tax ought 
not to be attempted unless it offered a prospect 
of an increase of revenue and a really substan- 
tial amount sufficient to out-weigh its many 
manifest drawbacks. I am unable myself to see 
any such prospect.” 


Even if the Committee were to rid them- 
selves of that memorandum which had 
been issued by Sir Henry Primrose, 
after having heard the other evidence he 
doubted whether the hon. Gentleman 
would find any substantial argument in 
favour of a graduation of the income-tax. 
One of the difficulties they had to meet 
all the way through that Select Com- 
mittee was that, with the best intentions 
in the world, they were unable to attach 
the same identical meaning to similar 
expressions. For instance, at the com- 
mencement of the sittings there was 
considerable discussion as to whether 
it was practical and expedient that some- 
thing should be done or as to whether 
there was any particular rooted objection 
to the proposal made. It was certainly 


in the former sense that hon. Members on 
that side of the House supported certain 
of the recommendations which were 
made by the right hon. Baronet the 
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Member for Forest of Dean. The mem- 
bers of the Committee supported his 
proposals for reforms by using the word 
“ practical” in a very limited sense. 
They never suggested that those changes 
were expedient in themselves or desirable 
from the point of view of the general 
taxpayer or of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer himself. The hon. Gentleman had 
said that they had succeeded in convinc- 
ing the Chairman of the Committee. 
Most certainly they owed a debt of grati- 
tude to the Chairman for the trouble 
he took and for the courteous manner 
in which he conducted the whole 
affairs of the Committee. But so far 
as the Committee itself was concerned, 
the only point on which they were 
unanimously agreed was that they were 
unable to accept the (hairman’s draft 
report; and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man was subsequently convinced it 
was a form of conviction that he did not 
think would be particularly agreeable 
to any chairman. He did not rise for 
the purpose of criticising to any extent 
the actual proposals which had been 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but only to follow out the prospect which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
partially opened to the House and the 
country. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer very clearly told them that he had 
budgeted, not so much for the present 
year, as in contemplation of the changes 
which he might make next year and in the 
year following. He thought the prospect 
which they were permitted to see—and 
after all it was very little of a definite 
nature they were able to learn from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—was by 
no manner of means either a satisfactory 
or acheerful one. The more one looked 
at the prospect the more doubtful one 
became as to the future. Where there 
was doubt there must be gloom. The 
Chancellor of the «Exchequer had most 
clearly intimated to the country that 
the reserve which he was now proposing 
to deal with during the current year was 
not sufficient for him to make even a 
start with some of those social reforms 
to which he had committed himself. The 
right hon. Gentleman in his arrangement 
of remissions and taxation generally had 
contemplated, not that he would be able to 
give further remissions, but rather that 
next year the expenditure of the country 
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would be considerably increased. That 
was the only clear and definite matter as 
regarded the future that he was able to see. 
Thus, however much the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was pledged to schemes 
of far-reaching social reform, he could nct 
hold out any prospect whatever of any 
reduction of either indirect or direct 
taxation. But more than that, he had 
certainly made some changes which 
would, in all probability, as time went on 
considerably reduce the income that he 
could hope to receive. He had estimated 
a net reduction of £50,000 for the dual 
operation of the income-tax and the 
death duties. Whatever the death duties 
might bring in in the future, he thought 
there was every prospect of the remission 
he had already made in the income-tax 
leading to considerable demands for 
remissions of other kinds. The moment 
they interfered with the very delicate 
machinery of the income-tax they opened 
up a very large field for operations, and 
it was impossible, if they attempted 
to draw arbitrary lines such as those 
proposed, to escape inflicting  in- 
numerable cases of hardship and difficulty. 
The right hon. Gentleman had certainly 
one of the qualifications, among many, for 
the post of Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
As a finance Minister, no one could 
accuse him of being tender-hearted, and 
he possessed as great a faculty as any of 
his predece sors for returning an em- 
phatic. “No” to the most pressing 
demands for expenditure. He believed 
that differentiation between the two 
classes of income would inevitably lead 
to demands for further differentiation. 
He thought that on the whole the prospect 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had opened out with regard to the 
income-tax would probably mean that 
the field would be increased and that 
we should have to look forward to a 
less revenue than was even now to be 
obtained from that source. The right 
hon. Gentleman had also held out the 
prospect that, by taking back the power 
over that money which was now inter- 
cepted and went to local authorities, he 
would be able to turn his attention to 
other sources of income. He would 
leave the criticism of anything he 
might do in respect to motor cars 
until the proposal was placed before 
the House. But there were other 
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suggestions, he could hardly call them 
proposals, in regard to which he thought 
there was a certain amount of doubt in 
the minds of many of them as to what 
the right hon. Gentleman’s intentions 
were. In considering the intentions of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer one had 
also to take into view the policy of his sup- 
porters. On the first night ofthe Budget 
some of his supporters made extremely 
clear what they considered to be the duty 
and obligations of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as regarded the question of 
licensing reform. They were distinctly 
told that the impression had gone forth 
that the Government had dropped or did 
not intend to proceed with their licensing 
proposals this year. That was said to be 
a matter of very great disappointment to 
many of the right hon. Gentlemen’s sup- 
porters, and they strongly urged him 
that he should keep hold of his power 
over licences that he might by the im- 
position of heavy burdens be able to 
carry into effect, save for anything which 
might be done in another place, the 
vanishing proposals which would have 
for their effect the diminution of the 
liquor traffic in this country. How far 
the imposition of duties for the purposes 
of carrying out licensing reform came 
within the strictest definition of a pure 
free trader he did not know, although he 
was justified in asking the question; but 
undoubtedly if the desires which the 
right hon. Gentleman’s supporters pressed 
upon him were carried into effect it 
would mean: that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would not be able to look 
forward to so large a revenue from the 
liquor traffic as he had been able to doin 
the past, and there would on that con- 
templated change at any rate be a still 
further drop in the income with which 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
make a start in social reform. During 
the present session they were threatened, 
although they were not yet in possession 
of the nature of the proposals, with 
changes which would have a very con- 
siderable effect upon land, upon the gov- 
ernment of Ireland, and upon the Army. 
Everyone of those proposals must, he 
imagined, operate so as certainly not 
to produce further income to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, but inevitably 
to entail further expenditure upon the 
Imperial Exchequer. Possibly it was not 
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fair in some senses to press the right hon. 
Gentleman to disclose absolutely the 
financial proposals which would be con- 
tained in all those measures, but as the 
right hon. Gentleman had explained 
to them that he was unable to give 
estimates of taxation he hoped he would 
let them know what would really be the 
ultimate financial effect of some of these 
proposals. He asked the other day a 
question of the Secretary of State for 
War as to what would be the effect of the 
financial proposals contained in the 
Territorial Forces Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not, however, deal with 
the amounts in question, and the points 
were clearly for the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer; but the House of Commons 
had a right to ask that when money was 
voted for a particular object there should 
be definitely and clearly laid down the 
form and method by which the House of 
Commons was to be asked to vote the 
money. In addition to the proposals 
about the Army he might refer to a pro- 
posal made last year to set up a council 
for the administration of Welsh Educa- 
tion. So far as they were able to extract 
information that was to be financed by 
aid grants or block grants voted by the 
House without any very complete explana- 
tion of the purposes for which the money 
was required, and with very imperfect 
provision for Parliamentary control, and 
the audit of the money when expended. 
The proposals contained in the Army 
Bill were open to similar objections. 
Large sums of money were to be 
voted by aid grants and block grants, 
which necessarily from the nature of 
the case could not be properly presented 
to the House of Commons in a particular 
form, and therefore Parliamentary control 
would be reduced to a minimum. So far 
as he could understand the proposal, a 
sum of money would be needed for these 
county associations, and the only check 
which the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
would have would be the receipt from 
tnese officials that the money had been 
handed over. There was certainly a 
provision for audit, but it was not such an 
audit as was understood by the House. 
It might be termed a Committee audit. 
When the right hon. Gentleman was 
addressing weighty words to the House 
with reference to control and the 
demands made upon the Chancellor of 
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the Exchequer by the House he could 
not help thinking that many of his re- 
marks were strictly intended for the con- 
sumption of the Treasury Bench. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would be 
able to bring to the mind of the Secretary 
of State for War the enormous importance 
of seeing that the control of the House 
over the administration of this new Army 
system should be as complete and 
thorough as possible. With regard to the 
interception of the money which went 
to the local authorities and which the 
right hon. Gentleman now proposed to 
take, he understood that some equivalent 
grants were to be made to the local 
authorities. Assome doubt had arisen as 
to what exactly was meant by equivalent 
grants, he would like to know whether if 
the revenue from licences increased, an 
increased contribution would go to the 
local authorities, or whether the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to make a 
grant equivalent to what they now 
received and retain the increase himself. 


Ways 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirtsa, Fifeshire, E.) 
said that under the new system the local 
authorities would receive exactly the 
same sum as if the law had not been 
changed. But one of the objects of the 
change was to leave the way free to deal 
with licences. He had announced that 
this change was to come into effect at the 
beginning of the next financial year ; but 
he found that there were some technical 
difficulties in the way, and when the 
Finance Bill was introduced it would be 
found that the change would apply to 
subsequent years only. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH earnestly 
pressed the right hon. Gentleman to 
use all the influence he possessed 
with the Prime Minister to allow the 
Public Accounts Committee a day for 
the discussion of their Report. His 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition when Leader of the House in 
the last Administration gladly gave a 
day. He did not ask it in order to 
glorify the Public Accounts Committee, 
but because it would undoubtedly be of 
great assistance to the Committee in the 
future if an opportunity was given to 
have the work which they did to the 
best of their ability, and ‘he hoped 
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thoroughly, discussed by a Committee 
of the House. 


Mr. ASQUITH thought it was most 
important that a day should be given 
every session for the discussion of 
the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee. It was really remarkable 
that a business-like Assembly should 
hitherto have provided no opportunity 
for the consideration of the work of a 
Committee that was rendering such in- 
valuable service both to the taxpayers 
and to the Departments. He was sure 
the Prime Minister would agree that 
there could be no more important reform 
than regularly to devote a day to the 
consideration of that Report. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
he could not share the fears expressed 
by the ex-Secretary to the Treasury 
with regard to the proposals of the 
present Budget. Those proposals to his 
mind were the beginning of a very great 
reform. The criticisms of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had all through been reasonable, 
but ineffective. Even the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for East Worcester- 
shire when speaking on the last occasion 
must have felt he was beating the air, 
and the statement of the hon. Member 
for Blackburn was nothing but a travesty 
of what the proposals really were. To 
say that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had only 
made very indefinite proposals with 
regard to old-age pensions, and that he 
was providing for a pension of ls. 3d. a 
week was beyond the region of reasonable 
discussion, and he was astonished that the 
hon. Member should speak in such a way 
of serious proposals and in the face of 
the definite statement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He shared 
the disappointment of the hon. Member 
as to the shape the Budget had taken. 
4e had looked forward to this Budget 
as one which would give scope for great 
financial ability and great schemes. But 
if the right hon. Gentleman had refused 
to take advantage to the full of his 
opportunity it was because he intended 
next year to lay the foundation for a 
more ambitious structure. It was the 
Budget of a strong Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, conscious of hir strength 
and holding it in reserve; it was .the 
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Budget of a strong Government with 
no fear of dissolution before it; a 
Government which, having compara- 
tive fixity of tenure, could afford 
to look forward t» laying before the 
House schemes of far-reaching reform. 
The right hon. Gentleman was favoured 
by a combination of circumstances which 
rarely fell to the lot of a Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer. He was favoured by an | 
increasing revenue and a_ decreasing 


{24 Aprit 1907} 





expenditure. It might be conceded 
that a stable and strong Government | 
exercising economy in national finance | 
was the sort of Government which made | 
for national prosperity. The result of | 
last year’s finance was that a'though 
in the Estimates his right hon. friend had 
made provision for the largest contri- 
bution to the sinking fund for the re- 
demption of Debt that had ever been 
made he had been better than his 
word. But it would be as well to 
point out that while the right hon. 
Gentleman’s surplus last year amounted 
to £5,300,000, that surplus was due to 
the accident of miscalculation. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer last year 
somewhat adversely criticised the result 
of his predecessor’s Budget, pointing out 
that both sides of the account had falsified 
the estimate to an unprecedented degree. 
His right hon. friend had broken the 
record and he would be the first to admit 
that that was not good finance. So far 
as expenditure was concerned the right 
hon. Gentleman was not wholly respon- 
sible for the Estimates, but where 
savings had been made by economy 
it was entirely to his credit. But the 
right hon. Gentleman was responsible for 
estimating revenue, and it had been 
pointed out by himself at the time that the 
estimate of the right hon. Gentleman was 
a very conservative one. He thought 
that events had justified him, and that 
Parliament had been very wise in putting 
it out of the power of any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to gamble for a surplus, 
by saying that the realised surplus should 
go to the reduction of Debt. So far as the 
present Budget was concerned there was 
no difference in the incidence of taxa- 
tion, and therefore the arguments used 
from that point of view were not fair. 
Neither was there any reduction in 
taxation in the gross, the remission 
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balanced by increase in the death duties. 
As to the proposals with regard to income- 
tax, all those who sat upon the Com- 
mittee must admit that his right hon. 
friend had made a fair proposal. He 
had given the maximum of relief with 
the minimum of cost to the revenue, 
and was to be commended for the 
courageous way in which he had gone 
against the views and _ traditions 
of his Department in this matter. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had adversely 
criticised the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for bringing Mr. Gladstone to 


his aid in this matter. But Mr. 
Gladstone, although he was much 
impressed with the difficulties of 


differentiation, always conceded its jus- 
tice. The matter was so important 
that he would venture to read an extract 
from Mr. Gladstone’s great Budget speech 
of 1853 in which he said— 

“What we understand to be the sentiment 
of the country, and what we ourselves are dis- 
posed to defer to and share in, is that under 
our present financial arrangements the income- 
tax bears, on the whole, too hard upon intelli- 
gence and skill, and not hard enough upon 
property as compared with intelligence and 
skill.” 

Mr. Gladstone went further and in- 
dicated that if the income-tax was to be 
permanent it could only be maintained 
by removing the inequality which he had 
pointed out. It was only fair to say that a 
Conservative Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in a Budget introduced in 1852 proposed 
a differentiation of the income-tax. At 
that time the tax was 7d. in the £, and Mr. 
Disraeli proposed that earned or pre- 
carious incomes should have a rebate. 
The last Government which was always 
so sympathetic to the income - tax- 
payer had that opportunity. He re- 
membered moving an Amendment to 
two of the Budgets introduced by the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer to the 
effect that differentiation should be made 
exactly on the lines now proposed. He 
was confident that the present proposal 
would give considerable relief and that to 
the extent of £1,250,000 per annum to a 
class who were very hardly hit by war 
taxation. On the other hand, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer proposed certain 
reforms in the machinery of collection. 
In the first place, he was going to insist 
upon compulsory returns from everybody 
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He was sure that 


yield of the income-tax. Then there was 
the reform of insisting upon employers 
furnishing a return of the salaries paid to 
their employees. In that connection he 
was amazed to hear the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer practically defending the 
evasion of the income-tax. This was 
not a new proposal for an increased 
burden. All that was being done 
was simply to provide for a more 
efficient’ collection of the income-tax, 
and the only persons who would be hit 
by it were those who were dishonestly 
evading taxation at the present time. 
He thought the ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should have been the last 
man in the House to invite any class 
of income-taxpayers to evade their 
responsibilities. The third proposal of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was a 
unification of the system of collection so 
as to assimilate the system in England to 
that in Scotland. A return of the collec- 
tion of income-tax was issued last week, 
and it showed that by 28th February 
this year in Scotland practically the 
whole of the income-tax was paid, 
whilst in England there was outstand- 
ing at that time the large sum of 
£11,500,000 sterling. If his right hon. 
friend could accelerate the collection in 
this part of the country they would at 
once see how much larger the yield would 
be; they would get within the financial 
year a larger sum, and there would be a 
considerable saving in interest. If these 
proposals were put into operation he 
was confident that the fear of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that his 
proposals with regard to differentiation 
would delay collection, and that he would 
lose this year £750,000, would not be 
justified by the result. He did not think 
there would be any loss to the revenue, 
and the efficiency‘ of collection would 
almost counterbalance any remissions 
that had to be made. They had heard 
a great deal about a compulsory 
declaration of the whole income, but 
that was a reform which was bound to 
come. The old system was a survival ina 
most objectionable form of class legisla- 
tion. Incomes at the present time of 
£700 and under were legally and justly 
entitled to pay ata lower rate. They ex- 
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statement of income from all sources. At 
the present moment 700,000 income-tax- 
payers out of 1,100,000 actually made 
that declaration. That amounted to 
65 per cent. of the whole, and therefore, 
where was the hardship in asking the 
remaining 35 per cent. to conform to 
the same system? He had failed 
to discover that there was any 
sanctity attaching to the rich man’s 
income. The disclosure of details was 
quite as embarrassing to the struggling 
tradesman and the man of moderate 
means as it was to the rich man. It was 
only by a compulsory declaration of 
income that thev could levy a fair and 
just income-tax. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had not touched the principle of 
graduation, but after the ceremony which 
had taken place downstairs that day + he 
thought the example of our Colonies might 
give his right hon. friend a lead. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was proceed- 
ing on the step by step policy. He had 
not made any change inconsistent with, 
or which did not lead up to the larger 
policy, and for that all taxation reformers 
were very thankful. He was very grate- 
ful to the right hon. Gentleman for leaving 
the abatements at their present limit, 
and in this respect he flattered himself 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
closely following the lines of his draft 
report to the Income-Tax Committee. 
His opinion was that the whole system 
of abatements ought to go. They ought 
to have a direct tax at a reduced rate 
on thé whole income. The system of 
abatements was clumsy, complicated, 
and expensive, and if his right hon. 
friend had not followed the example of 
Mr. Gladstone in 1853 and taken a wide 
survey of the whole field of finance, it 
was only because he had postponed taking 
action. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was looking forward to his Budget of next 
year, and looking to the estimates of an 
increasing revenue. The late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was engaged in piling 
up debt, the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was piling upsurpluses. The 
ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
go down to history as the only Chancellor 
ofthe Exchequer who, in q year of peace, 
added to the National Debt. In two 
years he had added £14,000,000 to the 
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Loan Capital Expenditure, and in 1905, 
after using up the Sinking Fund contri- 
bution, he made an actual addition to 
our aggregate liabilities of £2,000,000 
sterling. He thought the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be commended 
upon all sides for considering that 
it was his first duty to provide for the 
reduction of our large indebtedness. If 
they looked to the Estimates of expenditure 
for the present year, and to the moderate 
estimates of revenue and reasonable 
eeonomy in administration, he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman bade fairtostart next 
year with a surplus of at least £7,000,000 
for old-age pensions. While he had 
very great sympathy with those who com- 
plained that old-age pensions had not 
been started this year, he must say that 
anyone who looked into the question 
and took a reasonable view ought to see 
that there was wisdom in delay. The 
cost of starting a small scheme and its 
administration would be out of pro- 
portion to the relief given. He 
commended the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for making in two years a net re- 
duction of £23,250,000 in the National 
Debt. When the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer took office he had a very 
difficult task before him, because the 
National Debt stood at £796,000,000. The 
last Government swept away the savings 
of nearly forty years and brought back 
the National Debt to the figure it stood 
at in 1868. That was brought about 
by war expenditure which was the result 
of reckless diplomacy, and also by ex- 
travagant expenditure on the ordinary 
servicesof the country which had increased 


101 


{24 APRIL 1907} 








and Means. 102 


to improve the national credit and 
also of the principle of differentia- 
tion between earned and unearned 
incomes, although he fully realised the 
difficulty with regard to limitation and 
definition. If some form of differentia- 
tion had been carried into practice as 
between real and personal estates, he 
thought one of the principal objections to 
an increase in the death duties would have 
been met. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in his Budget speech, had referred 
to the war taxes and described them as 
being taxes put on not simply to meet ex- 
penses during the operation of the war but 
to meet the extra burden put upon the 
country by waging the war. Conse- 
quently the war taxes still remained and 
amounted to something like £20,000,000 
upon a war debt of £138,000,000. The 
interest on the war debt amounted 
to something like £4,000,000, leaving 
£16,000,000 of war taxes still in exist- . 
ence. He would like to know whether 
it was proposed that the whole of this 
£16,000,000 should be applied as a special 
sinking fund for the war debt irrespective 
of the ordinary sinking fund. There was 
no suggestion of the kind, and therefore 
he held that a large proportion of 
these war taxes which still existed to the 
tune of £20,000,000 would not be applied 
in any way to reducing the debt, but 
to meeting the ordinary expenditure of 
the country, and therefore that the 
existence of the war debt was no adequate 
reason for maintaining these so-called 
war taxes. They had had a declara- 
tion from the Chancellor of the Ex- 


'chequer that in his opinion the pro- 
the annual expenditure by £50,000,000 | 
apartfrom war expenditure. Thatincrease | 


portion of direct and indirect taxation 
should be maintained, and in a 


in the ordinary expenditure apart from | further statement that in his view the 


war expenditure would have provided 
old-age pensions twice over. 
looking forward to a year of abounding 
revenue, of reduced expenditure, and a 
large surplus at the end of it which would 
enable his right hon. friend to produc? 
the Budget which they were all looking 
forward to, and was well within his 
reach. 


*Mr. J. F. MASON (Windsor) said 
he had no great fault to find {with 
the Budget as a whole. He most 


heartily ‘approved of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposals for endeavouring 








| expenditure of the country could not be 
They were | expected to be materially reduced in the 


immediate future. He did not think there 
would be any doubt upon that subject 
when they took into consideration the 
expenditure which would be necessary for 
carrying out the social reforms which 
had been promised. The right hon. 
Gentleman had told them that it was neces- 
sary to budget for the next two or three 
years, and in view of that statement he 
thought he would be justified in referring 
not only to this year but to subse- 
quent years in regard to taxation. It was 
evident that no material saving could be 
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effected in the existing system of expendi- 
ture with the exception of the items of 
defence, for the Army and the Navy. 
He did not think it had ever been sug- 
gested that any large saving could be 
effected except upon those two items. He 
did not think anyone would anticipate 
that any further large savings could be 
made in those items. It was also evident 
that the Civil Service expenditure could 
not be materially reduced; that educa- 
tion was tending towards greater expendi- 
ture ; and they had a direct promise from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
next year he would introduce a scheme 
of old-age pensions. He thought it 
would be admitted that no scheme of 
old-age pensions would be satisfactory, or 
would satisfy the country, that was not a 
fairly comprehensive one, and he did not 
think that any scheme of that kind could 
be effected for less than £20,000,000 a 
year. If he was correct in that estimate 
they were face to face with the practical 
certainty that during the lifetime of the 
present Government, unless it should 
prematurely commit suicide, they would 
reach a national expenditure of from 
£160,000,000 to £170,000,000 per annum. 
If that happened how, upon the present 
basis of taxation, would the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer meet that expen- 
diture? They had a general admission 
that the proportion between direct 
and indirect taxation was to be main- 
tained, and therefore he would like 
to know how it would be possible to 
raise another £10,000,000 or £15,000,000 
from each of these sources. With regard 
to direct taxation, he did not suppose that 
it would be proposed in time of peace to 
raise the income-tax higher than 1s. in 
the £, and he doubted whether any 
possible increase in the death duties, or 
any scheme of graduation which could be 
proposed, would provide the £10,000,000 
or the £15,000,000 required from the side 
of direct taxation. Even if that part 
of the sum were provided they would be 
still left with £10,000,000 or £15,009,000 
to be raised by indirect taxation. What 
was there on the side of indirect taxa- 
tion capable of producing that very 
great increase in the revenue? By the 
alterations which were proposed in regard 
to local taxation the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might place himself in posses- 


sion of some £200,000 a year derived from success of the Scottish system was due to ¥ 
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a tax upon motor-cars, and he might 
| derive considerable sums from the licence 
trade; but he thought that if he was 
to derive anything like the enormous 
sum of money required to carry out an 
old-age pension scheme, there would be no 
escape whatever from enormously increas- 
ing the existing taxes on the food of the 
people, which were already higher than 
the food taxes of any other country in the 
world. 


*Mr. SEARS (Cheltenham) asked for the 
indulgence of the Committee while for 
the first time he took a small part in the 
deliberations of the House. He desired 
to refer to the statements contained in 
the Budget speech which indicated that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer intended 
to introduce very important changes, not 
merely in the incidence of taxation, but 
also in the machinery and the administra- 
tion. He welcomed the statement that 
the right hon. Gentleman intended to 
level up the English machinery of assess- 
ment and collection so that it might equal 

‘in efficiency the admirable machinery at 
work in Scotland. That was a reform 
which had been long delayed,and which, he 
ventured to say, would have far reaching 
consequences. Not only would that re- 
form make for economy and expedite the 
collection of revenue, but it would play an 
important part in the prevention of 
evasion and secure a far more satisfactory 
return of revenue. Most of the Scottish 
machinery for collection and assessments 
was undoubtedly modern and up to date, 
but there was still in it some of that old- 
fashioned type which ought to be scrapped. 
The system in Scotland still needed to be 
perfected, and the improved machinery 
ought to be extended to the whole 
country. In Scotland the work of collection 
and assessment was very largely done by 
trained responsible officers of the Crown. 
The collectors throughout Scotland were 
Government officials, and the assessors in 
twenty-five counties were also Govern- 
ment officials. In three counties, how- 
ever, the parochial officials still remained, 
and in six counties two systems pre- 
vailed. He asked whether the new 
machinery to be set up in England was 
to be modelled on the machinery which 
was the rule in Scotland and not on 
that which was the exception. The 








se 


wl 
wi 


th 








105 Ways 


the fact that the irresponsible local official 
had been almost entirely eliminated. 
The system in use in England had been 
condemned again and again by the Board 
of Inland Revenue. That Board in one 
of its Reports said— 

“It will be in your Lordships’ recollection 
that we have, for many years, been urging 
the abolition of a system of collection and 
assessment of a branch of the revenue through 
persons unconnected with the executive Govern- 
ment. We have pointed out that, for the most 
part, they were utterly indifferent to the inter- 
ests of the exchequer, that they have sometimes 
been openly opposed to its interests, and en- 
gaged in doing their best to defeat the intentions 
of legislation.” 


As a friend of his own had said, these 
officials acted as a kind of buffer between 
the taxpayer and the exchequer. He 
wished to know whether the assessment 
and collection of taxes in England in the 
future would be placed in the hands of 
trained and responsible officers of the 
Crown,and whether that system if adopted 
would be uniform throughout the whole of 
the United Kingdom. There were other 
changes suggested which he welcomed. 
One was that the claim for exemption and 
abatements should be presented with the 
return of the income. Abatements ought 
to be dealt with at the time of assessment 
as part of the same transaction. Ifthat 
were done they would get rid of the 
cumbersome system of repayment which 
now existed or at least reduce the repay- 
ments branch to reasonable dimensions. 
He was glad to see that the alarming 
increase in the staff of the estate duty 
office had been stopped, and that, on 
the other hand, there was a proposal 
to strengthen the outdoor staff, which 
was responsible for a satisfactory return 
of incomes. These reforms, 
reducing expenditure, would have the 
effect of securing a better return of 
revenue. There was one other reform 
very urgently called for, namely, 
the re-organisation of the Inland Revenue 
Department upon sound business prin- 
ciples. They had before them in the 
Budget a great scheme, and he wished it 
success ; butif complete success was to be 
secured he felt that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer must be supported by men 
who had had practical experience, who 
were capable administrators, and who had 
organising abilities. It was important 
that the heads of departments should be 
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in sympathetic touch with the out- 
door staff. There was at the present 
moment a great deal of dissatisfac- 
‘tion and unrest throughout the De- 
partment. That was destructive of 
efficiency. If that unrest could be 


whilst | 


removed, the result would be that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
loyal and whole-hearted co-operation 
from the highest to the humblest Member. 
In his view this was a very great problem, 
and he desired to see it settled. To the 
carrying out of these reforms there would 
no doubt be considerable opposition, but 
he hoped that that opposition would be 
met ina way which would be satisfactory 
to the Inland Revenue service as a whole 
and to the public. 


*Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said that hon. Members who had taken 
part in the debate had confined their 
remarks almost entirely to the very im- 
portant proposals of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in regard to the income tax. 
But, after all, those proposals were only 
part of a very comprehensive and far- 
reaching scheme. He desired to deal 
with the Budget as a whole, beginning 
with a few words as to the year that was 
past. He was rather surprised to hear 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s state- 
ment that the revenue figures for the 
year did not exhibit any great elasticity, 
and that in some respects they were 
distinctly disappointing. He did not 
know on what ground the right hon. 
Gentleman bas d that opinion, because 
this much was certain, that however much 
last year’s revenue might have fallen 
below the private estimate of the right 
hon. Gentleman, it had exceeded by over 
£2,000,090 the Budget estimate which he 
had himself given to the House. He 
thought himself that the variations of 
the revenue from the Budget of the 
previous year were of a very striking 
character. Far the greatest variation 
was that in the death duties, which 
showed an increase of £1,430,000 over 
1905-6. The revenue from that source 
was over £1,000,000 beyond what the 
right hon. Gentleman had anticipated. 
That was an enormous addition to the 
revenue, and a striking testimony to 
the fact that in this country a few 
rich men did as a matter of fact contribute 
large sums in relief of the burdens of 
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their poorer countrymen. He hoped 
that would give hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House, and particularly hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway, cause 
to reflect that if, as they appeared to 
consider, a rich man was always and 
necessarily a public enemy when alive, 
he was, at any rate, always and _neees- 
sarily a public benefactor when he was 
dezd. That which was very striking 
about the revenue last year was the extra- 
ordinary way in which the revenue from 
Customs and Excise yielded up to and 
above the Budget estimates. The cessa- 
tion during part of the year of the coal 
fax, and the reduction of the tea duty, 
led the right hon. Gentleman to estimate 
that from Customs and Excise there 
would be a reduction of £2,275,000. The 
actual decrease was only £1,425,000, 
showing that in spite of the dullness of 
the Stock Exchange, and so forth, the 
purchasing power of the people of this 
country—he supposed that after all that 
was the final test by which to judge our 
material prosperity—had been not only 
maintained, but even increased beyond 
anything that the Inland Revenue had 
expected. As to the expenditure of the 
year, the right hon. Gentleman had a 
surplus of £3,386,000. There were two 
things which ought to be said in regard 
to that. The right hon. Gentleman had 
told them most truly that any congratu- 
lation which might have been directed 
to him in respect of that surplus was 
really entirely misplaced. ‘het was 
very true. For, financially speaking, a 
surplus was not only an error but, as the 
Conimittee was aware, a nore serious 
error than a deficit. In the case of a 
deficit, the attention of Parliament was 
called to it at once by the necessity for a 
new grant, and Parliament could then 
deal with the matter as it chose. But, 
in the case of a surplus like the present, 
over £3,000,000 had been withdrawn 
from the people without necessity, Par 
lament and the country had been misled 
to that large extent, and no remedy 
existed. And, secondly, it ought to be 
pointed out that all these Budget state- 
ments of past expenditure were entirely un- 
real and illusory. The right hon. Gentle- 
man told the Committee he had spent 
£139,500,000; but that was not really 
the whole expenditure on the national 
services. A further £20,000,000 had 
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been spent which had never got into the 
Exchequer, but had been intercepted 
on its way, and did not come within the 
purview of the statement. It was 
true that the right hon. Gentleman had 
appended to his printed financial state- 
ment a note purporting to show the 
entire expenditure for which the State was 
responsible in 1906-7 ; and had here men- 
tioned the £10,222,000, intercepted for 
the Local Taxation Account. But the even 
larger sum of £10,468,86] intercepted and 
spent during the year as Appropriations- 
in-Aid was nowhere referred to. He hoped 
that next year the latter sum would be 
included. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would do that, he would be really inform- 
ing the House what the entire expendi- 
ture was. As to the proposals for this 
year, he thought the main principles 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s Budget 
were absolutely sound. For much the 
right hon. Gentleman had done he 
would receive the gratitude of this House 
and the country. But he was even 
more grateful for what the Budget 
did not do than for what it did. It 
did not commit the House or the 
country to old-age pensions, and it did 
not ease up one halfpenny of revenue at 
the expense of the Debt. Everyone 
would admit that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had done well in placing £15,500,000 
to the Debt. That was a very great 
advance made on any previous payment 
made in one year to the re-establishment 
of our rational credit, and everyone 
must admit that the right hon. Gentleman 
had done well in that respect. Though 
that repayment was large, it was by no 
means too large. If this matter was 
considered from the point of view of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who were continually 
urging the adoption of business principles, 
it appeared to him that it was the mini- 
mum which the House had a right 
to expect in a time of profound peace. 
The National Debt at 31st March last 
was: funded £631,929,000, and un- 
funded £143,347,210, making together 
£775,276,210. In addition there were 


contingent liabilities amounting to 
£570,000,000, making the national 


liabilities of all kinds £1,.345,276,210. 
Let him examine the situation in the 
light of the most elementary business 


principles. The total income of the 
country was at! least £1,800,000,000 a 
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year. The total expenditure at the out-| when he said that he was going to put 
side lumping everything together, was | the local authorities in the same position 
£170,000,000. The country had therefore | as they were now in, and he wished to 
in hand, after paying the whole expense | ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
of Government every year, at least! the equivalent grant was to be made 
£1,630,000,000. What would be thought for this year, or for the future. The 
of an individual who, with an income of | Local Taxation Account, however, did 


£1,800, a necessary expenditure of £170, 
liabilities of £1,345 and an absolute debt | 
of £775, should pay off only £15 of that 
debt in one year? It was only about 2 
per cent. of the absolute Debt ; and he | 
took leave to say that if the credit of the | 
country was to be established in that | 
position it ought to be, it should be 
regarded as a rule that, at least in 
times of peace, not less than 2 per 
cent of the Debt should be paid off 
annually. The right hon. Gentleman | 
added £1,500,000 to the new Sinking | 
Fund, so that the total fixed charge now 
amounted to £29,500,000. But the right | 
hon. Gentleman regarded that £1,500,000 | 
as an investment only; it was ear- | 
marked for old-age pensions. He did | 
not understand what exactly the right | 
hon. Gentleman meant by that. If! 
this money was to be added to the fixed | 
charge for debt, how was it to be free and | 
ear-marked for old-age pensions ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: For this year only. 


not represent the whole of the money 
which was intercepted. As he had 
shown, a larger sum was annually inter- 
cepted in the form of appropriations-in- 
aid. These large sums were granted not 
by the House of Commons but by the 
Treasury ; and the House of Commons 
could not touch, reduce, or even discuss 
them. If interception was wrong in one 
case it was wrong in the other; and he 
earnestly pressed on the right hon. Gentle- 
man the desirability and necessity of 
making a clean sweep of the whole of this 
obnoxious system, and of reverting to the 
great and simple rule of Mr. Gladstone’s 
Act of 1866, that all public moneys should 
be instantly sent to the Exchequer, and 
that all issues for public services should 
be made through the Exchequer and 
not otherwise. So far he entirely 
agreed with the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman; but he came now to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s modification 
of existing taxes. Therein he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had shown 


'extremely doubtful wisdom. The in- 


*Mr. BOWLES said that then this | 
money was ear-marked not: for old-age | 
pensions, but for the reduction of Debt. 
He thought that everyone must agree with | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s pro- | 
posal in regard to sweeping away root and 
branch the system by which the pro-| 
ceeds of certain duties were intercepted | 
on their way to the Exchequer. From his | 
youth upwards he had been taught to, 
dislike and to distrust the whole system | 
of interception ; and he was glad to see} 
any portion of it swept away, not because, | 
as the right hon. Gentleman said, its | 
abolition would free his hands, but. 
because, so far as £10,000,000 were con- 
cerned, the hands of Parliament would be | 
freed, and the control of the House would | 
be reassumed. The right hon. Gentle- | 


come-tax, with all its faults, was the 
most admirable instrument of extortion 
ever designed. The right hon. Gentleman 
told them that the income-tax ** must 
now be regarded as an integral and 
permanent part of our financial system.”’ 
It might be regarded as anything they 
pleased ; but he ventured to think that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal 
would inevitably force him or his 
successors, to abandon either the present 
proposals or the tax altogether. The 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to set 
up a system of differentiation, and he 
founded himself on the Report of the 
Select Committee. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman’s 
studies had led him to the Appen- 
dices of the Report of that Select 





man had said he was going to make) Committee, in which it was shown that 
equivalent grants to the local authorities. | there existed at this moment differentia- 
There were a great many charges on this | tion amounting to 100 per cent. in favour 
fund. There were the agricultural rates. | of earned incomes as compared with 
He did not know whether the right hon. | unearned incomes. To that the right 
Gentleman was going to deal with them’ hon. Gentleman added another 25 per 
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cent., on the lower incomes; so that an 
advantage of 125 per cent was given to 
the man who, instead of saving and pro- 
viding for the future, spent his earnings. 
That was inconsistent with sound policy. 
It seemed to him 
tion attempted to be drawn between 
earned and unearned incomes could not 
in practice be maintained. There were 
hundreds of thousands of men in this 


country who after a life of long labour | 


had saved enough to live on. How 
could it be said that the income of 
such men was unearned? His belief 
was that the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman would involve a quarrel be- 
tween the Inland Revenue and those 


whose income was under £2,000, who | 


constituted the bulk of the people who 
paid income-tax. The system involved 
a direct and full assessment of all those 
whose incomes were under £2,000. 
Hitherto a full disclosure of their exact 
financial position was only demanded 
from men whose income was under £700 ; 
but they were now going to include also 
men with incomes between £700 and 
£2,000. He represented as many of 
those persons as any Member in this 
House, and he was assured that they 
were the very people who would 
most resent the proposal to compel 
them to make a full disclosure of their 
financial position. The tax would no 
longer be an income-tax. but a notion- 
tax. What would be taxed henceforward 
would be not income at all, but the 
notion as to the character of that income 


held by the right hon. Gentleman and | 


his officials. The provision for a com- 


pulsory seturn which amounted _ to 
forcing everybody to give a_ legal 


opinion on a point of extreme difficulty, | 


viz, what was not his real but his 
statutory income would provoke ex- 
traordinary dislike and resistance. So 
also with the increased penalties, the 
lengthened time in which proceedings 


would be taken,¥and the compulsory | 
return which employers must make of | 


the incomes*of their employees. And 


what did the right hon. Gentleman | 
Did he | 


expect to get in return ? 
expect to receive the gratitude or affec- 
tion of what were called the middle 


The middle 
classes were not for sale, and if they 
were their price would be a good deal 


Mr. Bowles. 


classes by his proposals ? 
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higher than the right hon. Gentleman was 
willing or able to offer. The right hon, 
Gentleman would not get their gratitude, 
and he would lose £2,000,000 of revenue. 
He thought the income-tax proposals 
of the right hon. Gentlemen were really 
foolish proposals, which would defeat 
themselves, and might go far to smash 
the tax altogether. The death duties 
were an admirable form of duty if they 
were equitably applied, but to increase 
the unjust and foolish graduation of the 
Act of 1894 was a very great blunder 
which, in his opinion, would result not 
in an increase of revenue, but in an 
increase of evasion. Taking all the 
estate duties together, there was on 
some estates a possible tax of 19 per 
cent. Now there would be a_ possible 
tax of over 20 per cent. A few weeks 
ago a large estate passed twice within 
six .weeks, and under the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposals, such an_ estate 
might be nearly halved in that short 
time. Such duties offered an enormous 
temptation to evasion and to the very 
persons most able to evade them. He 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
would, by means of his new proposals, ob- 
tain £1,200,000 a vear. He felt, however, 
that they all owed a debt of gratitude 
to the right hon. Gentleman for adopt- 
ing the main lines upon which he had 
proceeded, but he thought that in his 
genuine desire to meet what were felt 
to be injustices and grievances in regard 
to the income-tax, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had merely introduced new 
and more obvious injustices and griev- 
ances which, without any conceivable 
advantage to the revenue, might go 
far to smash the tax altogether. The 
income-tax and estate duty proposals 
| were dangerous and quite unnecssary 
| blemishes on an otherwise sound and 
| courageous budget. 


| *Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
| N.) said the hon. Member for Norwood 
'had drawn a lurid and terrifying picture 
|of the financial position of the nation, 
jand he should really like to reassure 
‘him. The hon. Member had said that 
/our expenditure was £170,000,000, but 
| he had included in that sum the whole 
‘of the £17,000,000 which represented the 
outgoings of the Post Office, which, of 
course, were counterbalanced by revenue 
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on the other side, to say nothing of | 
£5,000,000 profit into the bargain. If) 
his hon. friend would go into the 
figures he would find that our ex- 
penditure was £125,000,000, and even 
if he added the local taxation account 
he could not make it up to more than 
£135,000,000. Then the hon. Member 
had said that the liabilities of the 
country were £1,345,000,000. Where did 
the hon. Gentleman get that figure ? | 
He got it by adding to the National | 
Debt, properly so called, which repre- | 
sented the money sunk in past wars, | 
and which had not against it any 
tangible assets whatever, the hundreds 
of millions of pounds more which were 
borrowed by municipalities, and which 
were represented at this moment by | 
tangible assets, such as waterworks, gas- 
works, and many other valuable under- 
takings. In the case of Warrington 
it was stated at a council meeting the 
other day that Warrington’s undertakings 
could be sold out for something like 26s. 8d. 
in the £ of the borrowed capital. What 
was true of Warrington was true of 
many other places, and if municipal 
uadertakings were in the market there 
was not the shghtest doubt that they 
would be at once bid for by company 
promoters at many times the figure 
which the hon. Gentleman had been good 
enough to add to our National Debt. 


Mr. BOWLES said the question of 
whether a good or bad use was made of 
borrowed money did not alter the fact 
that it had been borrowed. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY said that it 
was equally true that joint stock com- 
panies borrowed their capital. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman on that account 
add the railway capitals to our National 
Debt? Ho-ever, he would not pursue 
the point further at that late period | 
of the debate, but would address himself 
to the actual proposals of the Budget. 
He congratulated his right hon. friend as 
heartily and fully as the hon. Gentleman | 
had done on his reduction of the 
National Debt, and there was only 
one caveat that he wanted to enter | 
in regard to it. He had for| 
vears, in speaking to working-class | 
audiences, represented to them that it 
was to their interest that the real debt 
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resting on the people of this country 
should be paid off as soon as_ possible ; 
but, when we were raising the money 
which was to pay off that debt, ought we 
not to have regard to the means of 
those who paid the money ? The means 
of the taxpayer entered fully as much 
into every million we raised to pay off 


debt as it did in regard to every million 


we used for any other purpose ; 
and, it seemed to him that, while 
many excellent and sound principles 
were recognised in the Budget. and 
while they were grateful to the right hon. 
Gentleman for what he had done, still he 
thought the Budget did not take sufficient 
account of the arguments he was advanc- 
ing, and of the Resolution which was un- 
animously accepted by the House before 
the Easter recess to the effect that, 
having regard to the wealth and the 
distribution of the wealth of the 
United Kingdom, it was their duty to 
readjust taxation in order to provide 
for necessary social reforms. What he 
had to say was chiefly directed to that 
head. to which he would address himself 
very briefly. According to his calcula- 
tions—he would not give the details 
there, but would go over them in private 
with any hon. Member who would have 
the patience to hear what he had to say— 
according to the figures he had got 
out, when they had reckoned up the whole 
of the various sums paid in the way of 
taxation by various classes of this 
country, the people with incomes of over 
£5,000 a vear paid, treating it all as 
income-tax, a tax but a few pence higher 
than the tax which was paid by the 
manual labourer. The manual labourer 
paid, if all taxes were reduced to an 
income-tax, an average of Is. 5d. in the £, 
while rich people of over £5,000 a year 
income paid Is. 7d., or say only 2d. more. 
iis right hon. friend had not, he thought, 
paid sufficient attention to that, and he 
did not think he sufficiently recognised 
the fact that not only the manual labourers 
but the black coated working men were 
paving too much, especially if regard was 


_ paid to the case of the average clerk with a 


small salary, the average traveller, the 
average journalist, the average shop- 
keeper, or the average schoolmaster. 
The last-named, for instance, began 
at £70 to £80, and if he reached his 
maximum, he only got £200 a year. 
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That was a class of income-tax 
payer to which this Budget did not 
do sufficient justice. Why was that? 
Because his right hon. friend had had 
regard to the minor and not to the 
major injustice, That was to say, as to 
the man who had earned £200 and 
the man who received £200 which he had 
not earned, it was obviously unjust to tax 
them alike. Then again, to tax a man 
with £200 a year income earned or 
unearned and the man with £5,000 a year 
at the same rate was to do a great in- 
justice. His right hon. friend had had 
regard to one injustice but not to the 
other, and if regard had been had to the 
main injustice the middle classes would 
have had more relief than they had 
received. Under the present proposals 
a man with £200 a year would gain relief 
to the extent of 10s. a vear, but supposing 
the sugar duty had been repealed he 
would have gained 16s. a year. He would 
therefore have gained more by the repeal 
of the sugar duty than he did by the re- 
duction of the income-tax on incomes 
below £2,000. Again, when they examined 
the details of the Budget proposals and 
asked themselves who were the people 
who, after all, gained most, they found that 
the nearer a man approached towards the 
top of that arbitrary line of £2,000 the 
greater advantage he got. By the 
reduction in the income-tax the man with 
£2,000 a vear gained £25 while the man 
with £200 a vear gained only 10s. That 
he was sure his right hon. friend would 
agree did not leave the incidence of our 
taxation in a satisfactory position. He 
was glad to hear that his right hon. friend 
had no intention of permanentlycontinu- 
ing the sugar tax. By his remarks in 
introducing the Budget some people 
thought that the sugar tax was to be kept 
and that a part or the whole of it was to 
be devoted to old-age pensions, a proposi- 
tion which should be resisted. Reverting 
to the income-tax he pointed out that 
most extraordinary injustice was created 
by the £2,000 a year limit. The man 
with £2,000 a vear paid £75, while the man 
with £2,200 paid £110, or a difference of 
£35. That was the natural result of 
drawing arbitrary lines. He would be 


the last to criticise the Budget merely 
on hard cases, but he pointed out that so 
long as arbitrary lines were drawn they 
would have these hard cases arising. He 


Mr. Chiozza Money. 
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thought the way out of it would ultimately 
be found to lie in a properly graduated 
income-tax, graduated by sufficient steps 
to enable justice to be done between man 
and man, while it would not induce people 
to make false declarations to get under a 
large step inthe scale. Let them take the 
step as between £700 and £2,000 a year. It 
was obvious, human nature being what it 
was, the man with £2,200 would be sorely 
tempted to declare his income at £2,000 a 
year in order to get within that step. They 
all thought the ex-Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer made a false point when he said 
that it would be a hardship upon the 
working men, who had so far evaded the 
income-tax, if new regulations were made 
which would bring them within it. He was 
the first to agree that such working men 
who had the gocd fortune to earn over 
£160 a year ought to be brought 
within it, and he knew a number 
of them who paid income-tax. Why 
did they pay it? Because they 
were in the employ of limited liability 
companies who had to make a return oi 
the wages of their employees; but how 
unfair it was that a man in such an employ 
should have to pay income-tax, while the 
man who worked for a private employe: 
did not. The righthon. Gentleman opposite 
had only just missed making a very good 
point in that connection. He said that 
without intention of discourtesy. If a 
man hada mixed income (an income from 
a business returned under Schedule D. 
and an income from Consols or other 
securities) amounting to £10,000 a year, 
he had not to declare his whole income. 
That of course prevented him being taxed 
justly. But that man was to sit down 
and disclose the secrets of his employees 
and say that Tom Smith received £300 a 
year and John Jones £500, and so on. 
That point entirely disposed of the argu- 
ment frequently used against personal 
declaration of all incomes—the argument 
that they only obtained disclosure of 
incomes by offering the abatements as an 
advantage. No advantage was offered, 
because the employers would have to sit 
down and declare the total income of their 
employees. But what they had to do for 
their employees they had not to do for 
themselves. Nearly 1,000,000 out of 
1,100,000 income-tax payers had to de- 
clare their income in one way or [another, 
while the other 100,000, the rich, were to 
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be left out of account. The question of a 
graduated income-tax was surely settled as 
to its practical applicability by the ex- 
ample of Prussia. Prussia had a popula- 
tion about equal to the population of this 
country, though its wealth was not so 
great. It was a great industrial country 
and had its great landlords and great 
industrial corporations and _ possessors 
of incomes from many sources just 
as we had. Prussia found it necessary 
to take its income-tax down to incomes 
as low as £45 a year. That was 
because the standard of living was not 
so high and the wages and _ profits 
were lower. But on the other hand they 
carried their graduation up to incomes of 
£5,000, an income analagous to £10,000 a 
year in this country. It followed that if 
we adopted the same principle of gradua- 
tion of income-tax as that in force in 
Prussia we should graduate up to incomes 
of £10,000 or £15,006, in which case the 
ends of justice would be substantially 
served. If such a system were adopted 
there would also be an end of the silly 
talk about a “shilling” or “ninepenny” 
income-tax which in practice did not 
exist. Few people had been paying a 
“shilling” at all, but a “shilling” tax 
was felt as though it existed. It must be 
borne in mind thatin politics sentimental 
vrievances were quite as important and 
had just as much to be taken into account 
as real grievances. By adopting a gradu- 
ated income-tax not only would real 
grievances but also purely imaginary 
ones be remedied. The income-tax in 
this country was Is. in the £ or 5 per cent. 
In Prussia it was 5 per cent.,in addition 
to which there was a property tax of 14 
per cent. which gave 6} per cent. for 
Imperial purposes; he commended that 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite who said 
that if we had protection we should 
have no income-tax. In Prussia a 
limited company was allowed to de- 
duct 33 per cent. from its profits, and 
then had to pay income-tax upon the re- 
mainder, and when those profits were dis- 
tributed the individuals who received 
them had to pay income-tax all over 
again. Did hon. Gentlemen who talked 
about capital being driven out of this 
country by ls. income-tax suggest that 
capital was being ariven out of Germany 
by these taxes? If so, where did that 
capital go? All the experience ot death 
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duties and the high income-tax during 
the war went to show that reasonable 
taxation such as was proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, did not 
drive capital out of the country. If we 
adc pted a system of graduation a form for 
personal declaration might be adopted as 
simple as that in force in Prussia. With 
regard to the increased death dutiesjhe 
appealed to his right hon. friend to revise 
the scale which he had set up. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that a fortune of 
£2,000,000 would pay 10 per cent. on 
the first £1,000,000 and 12 per cent. on 
the second. That was 11 percent. on the 
whole, then why not say so, or better 
still why not raise the duty to the higher 
of the two percentages and say that a 
fortune of £2,000,000 should pay 11 
per cent. and a fortune of £3,000,000 
and over 12 per cent. and so on. 
He now came to the “ nucleus” for old- 
age pensions. In the first place that 
nucleus was a problematical sum which 
could only be realised if good trade con- 
tinued into the financial year ending 31st 
March, 1909. They must not forget that. 
Against that, on the other hand, they 
must remember that, if trade held good, 
the nucleus might be much larger. 
Undoubtedly the administrative income 
tax reforms were likely to yield much 
new revenue. He would not be surprised 
to find 100,000 more income-tax payers 
brought to light by these proposals. 
Therefore the nucleus might be 
much larger than £2,000,000. At the 
same time he ventured to urge that the 
sugar tax must go. It was not for them 
to come to the House to support pro- 
posals for the continuation of the sugar 
tax, and they wanted a definite statement 
from the Government that it was not to 
be made permanent. The Board of 
Trade returns shewed that the con- 
sumption of sugar before this tax came 
into operation was $0 Ibs. per head of 
the population, and that in 1905 1t was 
only 76 lbs. per head. That was a very 
serious fact. It might to some extent be 
attributable to low wage:, but it could 
not be denied that it was also attribut- 
able to this tax. Then again, they were to 
have old-age pensions : he wished to know 
what sort of pensions they were to be, 
and who were the people to have them. 
He did not think they ought to be 
satisfied to lay down their work in the 
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House and go to the country unless they 
granted pensions to persons of sixty- 
five years of age and upwards and not 
seventy years. The lower age would 
involve a very large sum of money. How 
were they to get it? Hon. Gentlemen 


opposite sought to get it by taxing our | 
imports, raising the price of the food of | 


the people, and endangering the supply 
of raw materials. But the revenue 


could not be raised by such means with- | 
out,endangering the very sources of our | 
He submitted that the only | 


prosperity. 
sensible solution was to be found in a 
graduated income-tax. In view of the 


fact that this country had, above the | 
income-tax line, an income, which pro- | 


bably reached about £1,000,000,000, in 
1907 we certainly ought not to deny 
succour to the aged poor merely be- 
cause it would cost £20,000,000 or 
£25,000,000. Our means were ample. 


There was something even more im- | 


portant than old-age pensions, and that 


was the care of the child, which had been | 


so eloquently referred to by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. He submitted 
that if we spent more on the education 
and nurture of the child there would be 
less need for old-age pensions. In con- 
clusion he ventured to disagree with his 
right hon. friend when he uttered that 


mournful epigram that he believed in the | 
right of every man to make less than the | 


best of himself. Surely if evasion of 
taxation was denounced in that House, 
evasion of work should be warmly con- 
demned. The man who refused to con- 
tribute to the national dividend made 
other men work for him. 


Sirk WILLIAM BULL (Hammersmith) 
said he had no intention of occupying 
the time of the Committee at any 
length. He desired to put one ques- 
tion to the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer with regard to the exemption 
and abatement on incomes of married 
persons. He thought the time had come 
when some relief from income-tax should 
be given to married persons who each had 
a small income. A man and a woman 
with incomes of £400 a year got a re- 
bate of £160 each when single, but if these 
two married, their incomes were put 
together and they were not allowed to 
claim any abatement. Yet two sisters or 
two brothers who had similar incomes 
and lived together could each claim abate- 

Mr Chiozza Money. 
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|ment. If the right hon. Gentleman 
|could not see his way to admit the 


principle of giving the whole abatement in 

| such cases he might have allowed three- 
fourths. So strongly did he feel on the 
| subject that he moved as an Amendment 
that a further penny be taken off the 
income-tax. 


| Amendment proposed— 
‘©To leave out the words ‘ one shilling,’ and 
insert the words ‘ eleven pence,” —(S/r William 


Bull.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words 
‘one shilling’ stand part of the proposed 
Resolution.” 


Mr. ASQUITH hoped the hon. Gentle- 
man would not insist on the Amend- 
ment, at any rate at this stage. He 
thought himself that it would be the height 
of absurdity to reduce the income-tax by 
/a penny for the whole population in order 
to deal with what, after all, could only be 
a grievance in the case of a very limited 
class. If married people were entitled to 
exemptions the matter could be dealt with 
quite well in Committee on the Bill. The 
| Government could not possibly accept 
the Amendment. He would be pre- 
pared to discuss the Amendment 
with the hon. Gentleman when the 
fit occasion arose, but the loss to the 
‘revenue would be far greater than he 
probably had any conception of. It had 
been considered by successive Chancellors 
of the Exchequer and rejected on that 
ground. On the other hand, a large con- 
cession was made a few vears ago by which 
when the joint earned incomes did not 
exceed £500 they could be treated as 
"separate. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said he desired to deal with 
one point which had been referred to 
by the hon. Member for North Padding- 

iton. The only consolation given by the 
i hon. Member to the Eouse was that we 
had a national income of £1,000,000,000, 
|perannum. The hon. Member seemed to 
regard that fact as satisfactory without 
having regard to the distribution of that 
|income. He did not explain how in the 
|face of this flourishing state of things 
ithere was such wide-spread destitution 


jin the country, not among the very 
‘poorest classes only, but among the 
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labouring classes as well, through lack of | 
employment. The one point which he 
wished to deal with was the statement in 
which the hon. Member ridiculed the asser- 
tion that capital was being driven out of 
the country. He would like to put one | 
concrete and deplorable case—that of a 
firm of manufacturers in Birmingham, who | 
dealt in goods connected with the trade 
in weighing machines, who a few months 
ago were reluctantly compelled to transfer 
a large section of their works to the 
United States because so high a tariff 
had been raised against their goods. The 
Chairman in a most affecting speech said 
the shareholders would not suffer, that 
their dividends would probably be in- 
creased, because they would be able to 
supply not only America but England as | 
well; but what concerned him more than 
he could say was the fact that they would 
be obliged to dismiss large numbers | 
of men who had worked for the company 
for many years and employ American | 
labour. He asked the hon. Member and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
that was not taking capital out of the 
country. It could not be denied, nor 
could it be denied that that was a typical 
case of what had been going on for years. 
He saw before him hon. Members who 
knew of numbers of firms who had had to | 
transfer, or partially transfer, their trad- 
ing concerns to other countries. 
In all cases the shareholders got an in- 
crease in their incomes from the same | 
concern. When capital was transferred 


‘right hon. 
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in this manner to foreign countries each 
case meant the discharge of a large num- 
ber of workmen. Therefore, he hoped it 
would not be asserted again that there 
was no transfer of capital from this 
country on account of the system which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in spite 
of everything, would call free trade. The 


/right hon. Gentleman knew as well as he 


did that we had not got and never 


‘had had such a thing as free trade. 
|Whilst this country had been giving 


every facility foreign countries had been 
closing their markets to us. and if the 
Gentleman called that free 
trade he had a very peculiar idea of what 
free trade meant. He seemed to be—— 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8S.) upon 
a point of order, asked whether the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Hammersmith was still before the Chair, 


|or had it been withdrawn. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
has not been withdrawn, and the dis- 


/cussion raised by the right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for Bordesley is not 
really in order on the Amendment, so it 
would be better to divide on the 
Amendment and dispose of it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 314 ; 
Noes, 81. (Division List No. 141.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, George William 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

As juith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow,John Emott (Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 


sethell,Sir J. H.( 
Billson, Alfred 
Boland, John 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopfor« 
Bryce, J. Annan 


Burns, Rt. Hon. 
Burnyeat, W. J. 


Buxton,Rt.Hn.S 


Cairns, Thomas 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 


Bottomley, Horatio 
Bowerman, C. W. 


Brunner, J. F. L. (Lancs.,Leigh 
Brunner, Rt. Hn SirJ.T(Chesh. 


Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


ydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 


Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,Sir T.Glen( Renfrew, W. ) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

1 Corbett,C. H. (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 

John Cremer, William Randal 

D. Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 


Essex, Romf’rd 
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Devlin, Joseph 


Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N | 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, C. H. (Boston) 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

‘Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

‘Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore.) 
Hart-Davies, T. 


Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. | 
| Maddison, Frederick 


Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazelton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W. ) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., S. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

[lingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
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| Jowett, F. W. 


Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich. Sir George 


| Kelley, George D. 


Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lynch, H. B. 


| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 


| MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down,S.) 


Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M'‘Crae, George 


| M*Hugh, Patrick A. 

| M‘Kean, John 

| M'Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
| M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 


M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 


Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 


' Micklem, Nathaniel 


Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O'Grady, J. 


O'Hare, Patrick 
O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N, 


| 
; O’Shauhgnessy, P. J. 


| O’Shee, James John 


| Renton, Major Le-lie 
| Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 


| Richardson, A. 


| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


| Russell, T. W. 
| Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Smyth, Thomas F.( Leitrim, 8.) 
| Snowden, P. 

| Spicer, Sir Albert 

| Steadman, W. C. 


| 
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(’ Malley, William 


Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John ( Norfolk,E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. ( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 


Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 


Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie] 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 


Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthy: 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Vivian, Henry 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, 8. 
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Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley (Southampton 
Waring, Walter 


Ways 


{24 ApriL 1907} 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


| Whitehead, Rowland 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) | 


Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (CityLond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmwood- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G. (Winchest’r 


Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. | 


Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A. (Wor. 
Clark,George Smith (Belfast,N. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt.Hn.J. (Birmingh’m 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


NOES. 


Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fairdell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Mirqu>s; of 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
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Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) } 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

O’Niell, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Roberts.S. (Sheffield, Eeclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, F. E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey. John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Walker,Col. W. H.( Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.(Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Original (Question again proposed. 


*Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) said 
he wished to raise a question which 
while of comparatively small importance 
to the Treasury was of great importance 
to a large and very deserving body of His 
Majesty’s subjects, namely pensioners. 
He did not refer only to Government 
pensioners, but to all who drew pen- 
sions from whatever source, public or 
private. ‘The question was raised by the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
Member for East Worcestershire, who 


asked what the position of a pensioner | 


would be under the scheme of differen- 
tiation between “earned” and ‘un- 
earned” incomes. The right hon. 
Gentleman replied that he had an open 


mind on the subject, and would be glad | 


to hear the argument on bosch sides. He 


(Mr. Smeaton) desired briefly to state | 


the case for the pensioners, and, in doing 
so, thought he could not do better than 


| quote the words of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in contresting the condition of 
two classes of income-tax payers, repre- 
sented by A and B. He would call the 
attention of the Committee to the 
following quotation. The right hon. 
‘Gentleman on Thursday last said— 

‘The income-tax is really a two-fold tax, it 
isa tax on property and a tax on earnings. I 
start with this proposition, and a most im- 
portant proposition it is, that it must now be 
regarded as an integral and permanent part of 
our financial system. If that proposition is 
once enunciated and admitted, it makes it 
impossible to justify, if there be any practical 
way of escape, the present incidence of the 
incom? tix. After you have reached the limit 
of abatement, which is now £700, the State 
taxes all incomes at the same rate, whatever may 
be their character or source. Just compare 
two cases. You have here A, a man who de- 
rives, we will say, £1,000 a year from a perfectly 
safe investment in the funds, perhaps accumu- 
lated and left to him by his father; on the 
other hand you have B, a man making the same 
nominal sum by personal labour in the pursuit 
of some arduous and perhaps precarious pro- 
'fession or some form of business. The one 
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is under no necessity to make provision either 
for his children or for old age—the income 
will go on being automatically received as long 
as the investment remains; the other, if a man 
of ordinary prudence, is bound, his work being 
carried on subject to risks to health and all the 
other vicissitudes of fortune, year by year to 
deduct from his nominal income and set a ide 
a sufficient sum to make provision for con- 
tingencies in the future. To say that those 
two people are, from the point of view of the 
State, to be taxed in the same way is, to my 
mind, flying in the face of justice and common 
sense.” 


Ways 


He considered, and believed the Com- 
mittee would agree with him, that the 
case of B was exactly the case of the 
pensioner. Pensions, whether in business 
or in Government service, were all on 
the same footing. They were simply 
the balance of salary for work done— 
paid to the worker when his busy life 
was over, and when, as so often 
happened, he had a very short time left 
to enjoy it. The Committee knew how 
precarious was the life of men who came 
home after a long term of service abroad, 
and how urgent was the necessity 
imposed on them to stint and save from 
their pension for the sake of their 
families. Pensions were of two kinds, 
contributory and non-contributory. Non- 
contributory pensions were simple 
deferred pay. Contributory pensions were 
doubly deferred pay. Now to return to 
the Chancellor's illustration of A and B. 
The investments of A remained after his 
death, while the pension of the pensioner 
vanished at his death. It seemed to him 
that the case of the contributory pension 
was even stronger than that of the 
non-contributory pension; because at 
the death of the pensioners not only 
did the pension vanish, but also the 


entire contribution of a lifetime. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would, when he came to define 


“earned” incomes for the purposes of 
differentiation include in “ earned ” 
incomesall pensions, whether contributory 
or otherwise, 


*Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that an hon. Member below the Gangway 
on the other side had said that it was 
very difficult to drive capital out of this 
country, and the Chancellor of the 
ixchequer had claimed this as one 


of the advantages of free trade, but 
they had the authority of the present 
Mr. Smeaton. 


{COMMONS} 
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secretary of the Cobden Club for the 
statement that during the last fifty years 
the capitaland plant of this country had 
been steadily flowing abroad, so that we 
now owned thousands of manufactures 
in all parts of the world. Would the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer say that 
this was another of the advantages of 
free trade? In his Budget speech the 
right hon. Gentleman said— 


‘*“We are a free trade Government in a 
free trade country.” 


Were we? He did not think we were 
even a bad imitation of a free trade 
country. At all events some of the 
necessaries and most of the luxuries of 
the working classes were heavily taxed, 
and so were our exports by which 
the working classes got their work 
and wages. He could not see where 
freedom of trade came in in our case. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer prided 
himself that all the money produced by 
the present import taxes on the neces- 
saries and luxuries of the poor went 
straight into the exchequer, but he quite 
forgot to state also that all the money on 
those necessaries and luxuries of the poor 
came straight out of the pockets of the 
poor, because there was no competition 
with an un-taxed supply. We appeared 
to be ruled to a great extent by catch 
words in this country, and the word 
“free-trade” was one of them. We had 
not got anything approaching free-trade 
in this country. If it were not for 
the word “free” which was stuck in 
very wrongly in regard to our trade, he 
did not believe that the working classes 
would be taken in by the present absurd 
system of taxation. He did not believe 
that they would believe it very long. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer in his 
Budget speech told the House that free 
trade was the breath of life to us. With 
all due respect he hardly thought that 
anybody except an English Cobdenite 
lawyer could have made such an absurd 
statement. On the Ist of March last 
the Minister of the Interior in the German 
Parliament said he would like to know who 
invented the fairy tale that Great Britain 
was a free tradecountry. He (the German 
Minister) said that he found as the result 
of careful calculation that he had estab- 
lished the fact that the import duties per 
head of the population in Great Britain 
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were 16s. 83d.; in America, 14s. 114d. : 
and in Germany only 10s. 6d. Moréover, 
that this was not, all, for while in 
Great Britain the duties were im- 
posed mainly on the necessaries of the 
poor, in Germany they were levied 
to a very great extent on manufactured 
goods which were not in any sense neces- 
saries of life to the poor. In 1894, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had stated 
that English trade in those days 
carried on its operations under great 
formidable and increasing difficulties 
and that the tariff walls whicl 
excluded us from foreign markets 
were every day getting higher. Another 
great authority, the Secretary foi 
India, in a speech at Manchester in 1903. 
stated that it was a matter of life anc 
death to us to persuade other nations 
to rally to the free trade flag and com« 
round to the open door. If it was a 
matter of life and death to us we haa 
not been doing very well lately, becausc 
other nations had been getting further 
and further away from what the right 
hon. Gentleman called the free trade 
flag. Though the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer called this a free trade country 
he imposed a 30 per cent. tax on sugar 
which he said was a necessity and food for 
working people ; he imposed 25 per cent. 
on coffee, 1d. on raw cocoa, 2d. practically 
on manufactured cocoa, and 75 per cent. 
on tea, all these things being really 
necessities of the poor. Besides, there 
was the heavy taxation on beer and 
tobacco. Yet the wonderful Liberal Party 
were allowed to go about the country 
shouting that a possible tax of part of 
half a farthing on the four-pound loaf 
would bring starvation on the people. 
It seemed to him that this system of 
taxation was so arranged that the poor paid 
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tax motor-cars. He did not think, 
however, that it would have required a 
very desperate effort to have put about 
12 per cent. on foreign motor-cars. That 
would have been about equal to the rates 
and taxes which the manufacturers paid 
in this country for the motor-cars they 
made, and the right hon. Gentleman 
might have had all the money he 
got from it for old-age pensions. 


Mr. ASQUITH asked how much this 
would come to. 


Mr. HUNT said that the importation 
last year wasabout £4,000,000 worth, and 
he left it to the right hon. Gentleman 
to reckon up what the yield of the tax 
would be, as he was no doubt better at 
arithmetic. It seemed to him that as long 
as the right hon. Gentleman stuck to the 
system which he was pleased to call free 
trade and refused to tax the luxuries of the 
rich and the manufactured goods which 
we could make in this country it was 
perfectly absurd for him to pretend that 
he would be able to give old-age 
pensions to the working people of the 
country. It appeared to him that they 
were ruled by a Ministry of lawyers, 
and that their ideas of economy and 
their policy were ending in the driving 
out of home and work thousands of honest 
werking men at Woolwich and other 
places who for many years had served 
their country well, while on the other 
hand they received with open arms all 
the diseased and indigent riff-raff of the 


Continent. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: What the hon. 
Member is now saying has no reference 
to the question before Committee. 


*Mr. HUNT said he was sorry if 














all the taxes on the things which they used 
and that they paid all in the increased 
prices because there was no competition 
with the untaxed supplies. That was what 
hon. Gentlemen opposite called free trade. 
Our system of taxation was so framed 


he was out of order, but he thought 
the fact that aliens came in here 
did affect the question of taxation. 
It appeared that hon and right hon. and 
learned Gentlemen on the front Govern- 





that it taxed the poor very heavily, 
while to a great extent it prevented the 
working classes of the country from 
earning the wages which they ought to 
earn in manufacturing the luxuries which 
rich people used in this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had said that he could not 
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ment Bench were full of old- 
fashioned out-of-date Cobdenite theories 
which were repudiated by all the rest of 
the civilised nations of the world. [An 
Hon. Memper: Except Turkey.] He did 
not know that Turkey was counted. 
They were so full, too, of legalities and 











technicalities that their undoubtedly 
E 
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great brains had no room for even a 
little bit of ordinary common sense. 
was only sorry that he could not tell 
them in the House of Commons in down- 
right strong Anglo-Saxon what he 
thought of the absurdity and even 
cruelty of their policy toward the work- 
ing classes of the country. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- | 
Radcliffe) hoped the Chancellor | 


shire, 
of the Exchequer had fully considered 
the difficulties of distinguishing between 
earned and unearned income in business. 
He would take the case of three brothers 
in partnership earning, say, £1,000 a year 
each. For purposes of their own they 
turned their business into a 
liability company. If they took £1,000 
a year each as salary their income was 
earned. If they took £200 a year in 
salary they had to pay on £800 a year as 
unearned income. 
that there was need for very careful 
study of this matter. No doubt the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in spite of 
the criticisms of the hon. Member for 
Ludlow, had a little room left in his 
brain to think out this problem. 
It was not so easy as it looked. 
The hon. Member for the Spen 
Valley Division had said that firms 
who formed themselves into 
liability companies ought to pay on their 
dividends as unearned income. That 
depended, of course, upon the motives 
which these firms had in forming 
themselves into limited liability com- 
panies. It was to the interest of the 
community to encourage employers to 


give shares out of profits to their em- | 


ployees. He had gone in for that plan 
and had found it was a good one for both 
sides. It was not a motive contrary to 
but in favour of the public interest. 


would take his own company. That 


company at its formation paid toll to. , 
‘ment’s promises to the House of Com- 


‘mons that they would make a real 
beginning with old-age pensions. 


the State on its capital. Was it right 
and was it in the public interest that 
those of its members with incomes be- 


tween £160 and £2,000 a year should be | 


further fined because the concern had 
been made a company? He thought | 


that some consideration should be given 
to firms whose motives, at all events, | 


were quite clearly in line with public | 
interest in forming their concerns into, 
limited liability companies, 


Mr. Hunt. 


He hoped it | 
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It seemed to him_ 


limited | 
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would be his lot to be always above the . 
sum that would not have any advantage. 
It had not alwaysbeens in the past. But 
there were several men in his concern 
which this matter would affect, and it was 
in the public interest, he maintained, to 
encourage employers, not only to give a 
share of their profits to their employees, 
but to go further, and, as was done in 
some cases in France, and as he dil 
himself, give that share of profits in the 
shape of shares in the company itself, 
'They ought to increase the motive that 
would cause emplovers to do this kind of 
thing and not diminish it. He wished to 
congratulate the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the Budget. He had never 
heard before such,a doctrine as that ex- 
pressed by the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he condemned the 
present Chancellor for demanding from 
employers a list of salaries paid to their 
emplovees, and approved of the evasion 
of the tax that had been practised 
in the past. If they had laws let 
them carry them out. He was glad 
to say his firm —though not com- 
pelled to give particulars—had done so 
in the past, because neither his firm nor 
the employees desired to evade what he 
believed was the most just tax in princi- 
ple, though it did not always work out 
to be the most equitable tax in practice. 
As to the sugar tax he did not agree 
with the Chancellor that it could not 
have conveniently been halved. He was 
very sorry it was not at least reduced. 
The only excuse for leaving it on was the 
near prospect of old age pensions. 
He congratulated the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on carrying still further the 
death duties, and he would ask those 


who represented labour not to be too sus- 
'_picious of the Government, because, after 


all, they could catch more flies with 


He believed 


in the genuineness of this Govern- 


He 
looked upon them with trust and hope 
and a firm conviction that they meant 
what they said, and that they believed 
'they would do far better to wait a little 
until they could make a real substantial 
_ beginning. He did not believe in in- 
dividuals or in Governments that made 
too many promises; but he did believe 
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that this Budget was a step towards a 
great advantage to the aged poor next 
year; and for that reason he supported 
it. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said he wanted to show that 
the tax was evaded in the case of 
fureign bonds and coupons the interest 
on which was paid in New York, Paris 
or London. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that it was 
absolutely necessary that this Resolution 
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should be carried to-night, and he asked if 
the hon. Gentleman would be good 
enough to postpone his observations. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Estate Duty. 

2. Resolved, That in the case of persons 
dying on or after the nineteenth day of 
April, nineteen hundred and seven, the 
rates of estate duty under section 
seventeen of the Finance Act, 1894, be 





amended so that— 





Where the Principal Value of the Estate 





Exceeds— | 
e 
150,000 and does not exceed 250,000 | 
250,000 x ‘ 500,000 | 
500,000, . 750,000. 
750,000 —s«,, 1,000,000 _ 
1,000,000 “ i 1,500,000 
1,500,000 , 4 3,000,000 | 
2,000,000 ‘i ‘ 2,500,000 
2,500,000 —,, » 3,000,000 _ 
| 
3000000 - - - - = 44 
| 


| Estate Duty shall be payable 


at the rate per cent. of Instead of 


Six pounds 


Seven pounds - - - 
ten shillings 


Eight pounds - - - Seven pounds 
Nine pounds - - - Seven pounds 


| ten shillings 


| Seven pounds 
ten shillings 


| 


Ten pounds” - ° 


Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and eleven pounds on | 
the remainder | 
Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and twelve pounds on | 
the remainder 


| 
Ten pounds on one million 
and thirteen pounds on 


the remainder 


Eight pounds 


| 


Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fourteen pounds on 
the remainder 





Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fifteen pounds on | 
| 


the remainder 





—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Income-tax (Inclusion of all Offices and 
Employments in Schedule E). 


3. Resolved, That the income-tax 


charged on offices or employments of | 
profit, whether public or not, be charged | 


under Schedule E in the Income-Tax Act, 
1853.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Income-tax (Limitation on the Aggregate 
Amount of Deductions or Repay- 
ments for Wear and Tear). 


E 2 
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4. Resolved, That no deduction or re- 
payment be allowed in any year in respect 
of the diminished value, by reason of wear 
and tear, of any machinery or plant 
which, when added to the deductions or 
repayments allowed on that account in 
previous years, will make the aggregate 
amount of the deductions or repayments 
exceed the actual cost of the machinery 
or plant.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ez- 
chequer.) 


Income-tax (Abolition of Repayments in 
respect of Assessment on Average 
Income). 


5. Resolved, That any abatement, 
relief, or repayment of income-tax under 
section one hundred and thirty-three of 
the Income-Tax Act, 1842, as amended 
by section six of the Revenue Act, 1865, 
shall cease.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) 


Income Tax (Assessment on Trades, 
etc., recently commenced). 


6. Resolved, That income-tax charged 
under Schedule D in the Income-Tax 
Act, 1853, on professions, trades, or 
vocations shall, in the case of professions, 
trades, or vocations which have been set 
up or commenced within the three vears 
on which the average income is to be 
computed under the Income-Tax Acts or 
within the year of assessment, be charged 
with reference to the actual profits or 
gains arising in the vear of assessment.— 


(Mr. Chancellor oj the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 
LOCAL TAXATION GRANTS [CON- 
SOLIDATED FUND). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.} 


Resolved, That it is expedient that the 
following grants to Local Taxation 
Accounts, namely— 

(1) The Estate Duty grants paid 
under Section 19 of the Finance Act, 
1894; and 

(2) The Agricultural Rates grant 
paid under Section 2 of the Agri- 
cultural Rates Act, 1896; and 
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(3) The Scottish Agricultural Rates 
grant paid under Section 3. of 
the Agricultural Rates, Congested 
Districts, and Burgh Land Tax 
Relief (Scotland) Act, 1896, 


instead of being paid out of the revenues 
out of which they are payable under 
the present law, be charged on and 
paid out of the Consolidated Fund, but in 
the case of the grants which are payable 
during the continuance of any temporary 
Act, only so long as that Act is continued, 
and that where under the present law the 
proceeds of any duties are paid to any 
local taxation account, a sum equal to 
the proceeds of those duties at their 
present rates be paid to that account out 
of the Consolidated Fund, and the actual 
proceeds of the duties be paid into the 
Exchequer.—(Mi. Runciman.) 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


SIR HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) 
attention to the position of Sir Horac 
Plunkett as Vice-President of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Ireland, and to 
move the following Resolution standing 
in the name of the hon. Member for 
South Tipperary :—*‘That the position 
of Vice-President of the Board of Agri- 
culture in Ireland was intended by Parlia- 
ment to be and in fact is a Ministerial 
and Parliamentary office, properly vacated 
upon a change of Government, and that 
the retention of that office by a political 
opponent of the Government of the day 
is undesirable as a permanent arrange- 
ment.” The hon. Member said that all 
his colleagues regretted the illness of th: 
hon. Member for South Tipperary who 
was to have proposed this Motion. In 
consequence he had to take it up at very 
short notice, but while it was a subject on 
which much could be said, very little 
ought to be necessary in the present House 
of Commons. The Motion dealt with the 
occupation of a purely Ministerial and po- 
litical office in Ireland by an ex-Unionist 
Member of Parliament, and they asked 
the Government to deal with the question 
constitutionally and without further delay. 
In the year 1899 an Act was passed by 
the Tory Government creating a Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical In- 
struction in Ireland. With that Depart- 
ment and its work this debate had nothing 


rose to call 
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to do. Some people would say the work 
was good and the results satisfactory. 
Many others would say that the work was 
great only as far as the expenditure of 
£500,000 a year was concerned, but that 
the grass grew no greener or thicker nor 
did the hens lay more largely or more 
quickly in consequence. With these 
different views, however, the Motion 
did not deal; it referred to the 
occupation of a political and Parliamen- 
tary office by Sir Horace Plunkett— 
the Vice-President of the Department. 
Who was Sir Horace Plunkett? He 
hid written a book for the advan- 
tave of those who wished to criti- 
cise him, in which he told the people 
of Ireland all about their lack of moral 
courage, independence and self-reliance, 
their excessive and extravagant church 
building, and their anti-economic re- 
ligion; but these things could be passed 
by to-day as he had no desire to 
say anything to injure the literary skill 
that was strong enough to inspire the 
Rev. James O’Donovan, from London, 
W. to fill the Daily Chronicle of 
yesterday with his recollections of 
Loughrea—though in part only. Sir 
Horace Plunkett was a Unionist Member 
of the House of Commons from 1892 to 
1990. He was still a Unionist, and it 
was not his fault that he was not a Mem- 
ber also. He was defeated in South 
Dublin, in 1900, as a Unionist candidate, 
and a few years later even the ancient 
city of Galway, so varying in the char- 
acter of its political affections, would 


have nothing to do with the philanthropic 


Unionist, and elected a gentleman, who, 
if he had acted more consistently, might 
now be in the running for a position in 
Ireland that had already been secured 
by his confederate General Botha in the 
Transvaal. Anyhow, with all the power | 
of the Department behind him, and used 
by him, with his way paved with good | 
intentions, smoothed by the attentions | 
of the uncles and friends of his staff, and | 
guarded by Scottish professors, he re- 
mained without a seat in Parliament 
when the present Government came into 
office in 1906. He was then a Unionist | 
and was still a Unionist. He subscribed | 
to the funds of the Unionist candidate 
for South Dublin. No doubt he still | 
thought ofthe way to make the Irish | 
people cease to dream of Home Rule, and 
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within the last few days the mischief- 
makers of the daily press—the Daily 
Mail, the Globe, the Pall Mall Gazette— 
had all joined their voices with the Tory 
Belfast Chamber of Commerce, the Ulster 
Liberal Unionist Alliance, the Sien 
Fein newspaper in Ireland, and the Rev. 
James O’Donovan, now in society and 
no longer of Loughrea, to keep the 
Unionist politician in a Ministerial office 
in a Liberal Government. In the 
absolutely united opinion of the Irish 
Nationalist Members the Liberal Govern- 
ment had kept him there too long. He 
often heard it said at home that what- 
ever Government was in office in this 
country, the Tories were in power in 
Ireland. This transaction and some 
others gave colour to thit statement. 
When Sir Horace Plunkett accepted the 
position of Vice-President in 1899, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and everybody else down 
to the London Times declared that it was 
a Ministerial office. Sir Horace Plunkett 
himself, in his speech after the defeat in 
South Dublin and also in his book, 
declared the office to be a political and 
Ministerial one. He should have gone 
therefore with the Tory Government in 
1906; and the mysterious correspon- 
dence with Mr. Bryce, the setting up 
of a Committee of Inquiry that no- 
body asked for, and the introduction on 
it of Mr. Dryden from Canada, outside 
the jurisdiction, as Mr. Birrell had said 
some time ago, were all acts of a most 
objectionable kind to retain a Tory 
politician in a Liberal Government. 
What would the Liberal Party think of 
an arrangement to retain Lord Halsbury 
in office on the ground that his work for 
his family was not yet completed, or 
that a Committee of Inquiry was sitting 
to inquire into the intellectual capacity 
of hissuccessor? They would not stand it, 
and the Liberal Member for Bow and 
Bromley would never dream of putting 
on the Notice Paper, as he had done on 
this matter, a defence of Lord Hals- 
bury. When on March 13th, 1906, Mr. 
Bryce was asked about the retention 
of Sir Horace Plunkett he stated 
that the arrangement was a_ purely 
provisional one, and he hoped to give it 
some thought within the next few months. 
While Mr. Bryce was thinking he 
asked Sir Horace Plunkett to be silent in 
the expression of his political opinions ; 
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but when six months had gone by, Mr. 
Bryce changed his ground somewhat, and 
in reply to a Question stated that no | 
decision had yet been arrived at and the 
whole question was under the con- | 
sideration of the Committee of Inquiry. 
The question could never be under the 
consideration of a Committee of Inquiry, 
and when Mr. Bryce sailed away over 
the waters of the broad Atlantic he 
trimmed his sails peculiarly and left 
behind him a variety of Commissions, 
a pious opinion about the Irish language, 
a plan for a University, and a Unionist 
politician in the person of Sir Horace 
Plunkett in a Ministerial office, to which 
no claim or title could possibly be made | 
for him. The Prime Minister, who was | 
always candid and courteous upon Irish 
matters, said at the end of last year that 
there never was any intention of con- 
verting an office of one character into 
an office of another character. The 
present Chief Secretary quoted this 
approvingly in the discussion raised by | 
the hon. Member for East Mayo the 
other day, and he added that the) 
Committee of Inquiry had nothing to 
do with the matter whatever. What 
Irish Nationalists wanted to know 
was when was it to be disposed of ¢ 
Sir Horace Plunkett might be all that his 
devoted admirers and most expectant 


followers claimed him to be, but he was ! 


as much a Unionist as the Member for 
North Armagh or Trinity College ; he had 
only a different style. Technical educa- 
tion, co-operation, agricultural organisa- 
tion, and all those other things were very 
nice sounding, but they could proceed on 
wrong lines. They lost much of their 
attractiveness for Irishmen when they 
saw that public money was used in con- 
nection with them, professedly not to 
drain the Bann or the Barrow, but to 


drain the national sentiment of the 
people. Thev knew, of course, that that 


was impossible, but they took their stand 
on the principle that the industrial re- 
vival could only go hand in hand with 
the national movement. It might be 
very fine to call up from different parts 
of Ireland a large council, but they 
wanted them when they were called to 
engage in some better work than when 
their day was occupied by Professor | 
Campbell, at the suggestion of Sir Horace | 
Plunkett on a recent occasion, lecturing | 


Mr. Murphy. 
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them on “ The Abstract Merits of Tillave 
and Gress.” If money was to be spent 
on education the Irish people were 
claiming that the primary system should 
be first dealt with before they could have 
the proper ground work for technical 
But that evening they asserted, 
and it could not be contradicted, 
that Sir Horace Plunkett was a Unionist 
ex-Member cf Parliament. and the 
occupant of a Parliamentary and Minis- 
terial office in a Liberal Government, 
and thev asked with a united voice and 
with some feeling, how long was this 
anomaly to be continued? They ex- 
pected and they demanded a definite 
statement from the Chief Secretary to 
the Motion which he begged to move. 


Mr. MOUNEY (Newry), in seconding, 
said that the Motion was put down by 
the Irish National Party and could 
in no way be taken as a_ personal 
attack on Sir Horace Plunkett. What 
they were attacking was the retention 
of his present office by Sir Horace 
Plunkett. Since the Motion had been 
placed upon the Paper they had 
noticed with curiosity but without sur- 
prise a very carefully engineered news- 
paper campaign on behilf of the present 
occupant of the office of Vice-President 
of the Board of Agriculture in Irelarc. 
There was a curious similarity about 
the articles, and they were all caretul 
and skilful pieces of special pleading. 
They were all most eulogistic defences of 
Sir Horace Plunkett and his policy, 
with which the Motion had noth'ng 
to do. The Motion made a clear «nd 
statement that this was a 
Parliamentary office. The answer that 
appeared in most ot these news- 
paper articles was that it was not 
a Parliamentary office and that the 
gentleman who now occupied it was not 
a Minister of the Crown. It was not often 
that Irishmen relied on such authorities 
as he would presently quote, but in 
this case he thought they must be re- 
garded at all events by the official 
opposition as standard authorities. The 
first authority was The Times, and the 
second the Leader of the Opposition, the 
right hon. Gentleman the senior Member 
for the City. The origin of the position 
now held by Sir Horace Plunkettjwas to 
be found in the Report of what was called 








140 


lave 
ent 
vere 
uld 
ave 
ical 
ted, 
‘el, 
nist 
the 
nis- 
nt, 
nd 
his 
CX- 
ite 
to 


is, 
by 
ld 
at 
m 
ce 


il 





141 Sir Horace 


the Recess Committee, which recom- 
mended that this department should 
consist of a Board with a Minister of 
Agriculture and Industries responsible 
to Parliament at its head, assisted by 
«a Council. On that recommendation 
Mr. Gerald Balfour brought in the Irish 
Agricultural and Technical Industries 
Bill. That Bill distinctly exempted 
the Minister appointed to this position 
from seeking re-election if he were 
® Member of the House, clearly show- 
ing that this was to be a Ministerial 
appointment. And so it was considered 
by Sir Horace Plunkett, who on the 
result of the South Dublin election made 
a speech in which he admitted, and in 
fact stated distinctly, that his political 
career as regarded that constituency was 
at an end as well as his public career as 
head of a public department. The 
next day The Times,commenting on the 
election wrote— 

“Mr. Plunkett’s position as vice-president 
of the Department of Agriculture is not one 
which can well be held permanently by one 
who is not a Member of Parliament.” 

During the Parliament of 1900-1906 the 
position of Sir Horace Plunkett was 
vigorously assailed by Irish Members, not 
of the Party to which he had the honour 
to belong. There seemed to be some 
doubt as to whether Sir Horace Plunkett 
was or was not a person who ought to 
go out with a change of Government, and 
the hon. Member for South Donegal put 
a long question on the Paper asking for 
a definition of Sir Horace Plunkett’s 
position. The first Question asked 
was whether the Vice-President would 
go out if the Ministry retired, and 
the answer was in the affirmative. 
It was undoubtedly the desire of the 
Government that the Vice-President 
should be a Member of the House, and he 
thought that it would be more convenient 
that it should be so, seeing that the late 
Government had undoubtedly recognised 
what they had maintained all along, 
that the moment that the late Gov- 
ernment went out of office Sir Horace 
Plunkett, 7pso facto, ceased to be a Member 
of the Government. That also proved that 
he was a Minister of the Crown. And 
there was another person who recognised 
it, and that was Sir Horace Plunkett 
himself. The Government went out of 
office in December last, and Sir Horace 
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Plunkett issued a letter to the officials 
of his department stating that in conse- 
quence of the retirement from office of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the City of London, he would meet the 
officials of the department on a certain 
day and say “ good-bye,” as he would have 
to vacate his position. Shortly after- 
wards they learned with some astonish- 
ment that Sir Horace Plunkett had been 
reappointed to the position of Vice-Presi- 
dent. Questions were asked in the House 
about what his actual position was. Sir 
Horace Plunkett was not a Minister nor 
was he an ordinary civil servant, and 
what they wanted to know was how it 
came about that astatutory office had been 
turned into a non-statutory office, and 
how a Minister of the Crown became a 
permanent official who yet was not a civil 
servant. They had been asked, “ why 
bring forward the Motion?” The an- 
swer was very simple. In 1900 Sir Horace 
Plunkett intimated to the Government 
that he recognised that he had to resign. 
But that was shortly after the passing of 
the Act in 1899, and Sir Horace added 
that owing to the confusion which would 
exist in the change he was quite willing 
to help the Government—it was the Gov- 
ernment of his own Party—to take them 
temporarily out of the difficulty. He took 
them out of that difficulty for six years. 
Then a Liberal Government came into 
power, and they were told that Sir Horace 
Plunkett had resumed office to take the 
Liberal Government out of a temporary 
difficulty. And the suggestion was 
now made, after the Government 
had been in office for a year, and 
had on the stocks a Bill dealing with 
Irish Government, by which it was quite 
possible that the Department over which 
Sir Horace Plunkett presided might be 
abolished, that he was going to retain 
his position temporarily until the Irish 
Bill was introduced. When were these 
temporary appointments going to be made 
permanent, or when were the permanent 
appointments going to be made tempor- 
ary? This had now been going for 
seven years, and each time there was a 
change a new reason was put forward by 
somebody why the office should be held 
temporarily. The next point was that Sir 
Horace Plunkett, from the nature of his 
office, ought to be in that House. The 


Agriculture Department was not a small 
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«ne; its ramifications in every division of 
Irish life were extraordinary. He did not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary had yet had time to 
become acquainted with all the numerous 
Boards of which he was the head, but 
when they asked questions about the 
Department of Agriculture, the right hon. 
Gentleman was merely, he did not use the 
word offensively, the gramophone of some 
clerk in a back office in Dublin. They 
were entitled to have before them, as was 
intended by the Act of Parliament, the 
Government representative of the Depart- 
ment sitting on the Treasury Bench to 
respond to questions. Sir Horace Plun- 
kett, if he chose, might seek a seat in that 
House, if he could find a constituency. 
He was perfectly certain that Sir Horace 
Plunkett was now and would remain a 
politician and a strong opponent of the 
present Government. Sir Horace Plun- 
kett could seek election, and if returned 
there were two courses open to him. He 
could sit on the Treasury bench and 
answer questions as a Member of the 
Government, and make speeches attacking 
the Liberal Party. As a Unionist, he 
could, as a responsible Member of the 
Government, rise in his place beside his 
colleagues and denounce their policy. 
He could sit on the front Opposition 
bench, between the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Dublin and the 
right hon. Gentleman the member for 
Dublin University, and from there 
answer questions on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. He did not think that such a 
situation of things was ever contemplated ; 
it would be ridiculous. The right hon. 
Gentleman no doubt in his reply would 
refer to articles and Resolutions with 
reference to Sir Horace Plunkett. The 
articles were principally in such papers as 
the Daily Mail, the Globe, and the 
Spectator, and the Resolutions in his 
favour came from such strictly non-Party 
organisations as the Belfast Chamber of 
Commerce, who were non-political in the 
sense of the Tariff Reform League, and 
the Ulster Liberal Unionist Association. 
He wondered if the right hon. Gentleman 
knew anything about that association, 
or had ever seen a representative of that 
august body. He understood that this 
representative body consisted of about 
half a dozen gentlemen, eminently 


respectable, who met together for lun- 
Mr. Murphy. 
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cheon, and when they had finished it, 
had their coffee and cigars in the 
smoke room and, suffused by a feeling of 
general good-will towards all men, 
drafted their resolutions and spoke as the 
Ulster Liberal Unionist Association. 
The only other point was that unless 
something was done at once they were 
afraid that this office, intended by Parlia- 
ment to be a Parliamentary position, 
would become merely another of those 
Irish Boards out of which they could get 
no information, and from which the 
Chief Secretary was not able to get any 
adequate explanation. They feared that 
instead of having a Department identi- 
fied with the whole country and 
responsible to that House, there would 
simply be added another to that 
large number of costly and extra- 
vagant Boards at work in Ireland. 
responsible to nobody, and over whom 
nobody had any real control. He begged 
to second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question propesed. 
“That the position of Vice-President of 
the Board of Agriculture in Ireland was 
intended by Parliament to be and in fact 
is a Ministerial and Parliamentary office. 
properly vacated upon a change of 
Government, and that the retention of 
that office by a political opponent of the 
Government of the day is undesirable as a 
permanent arrangement.” —(Mr. Murphy.) 


*Mr. BROOKE (Tower Hamlets,“Bow 
and Bromley) moved as an Amendment 
“That, in view of the continued confi- 
dence expressed in the policy of Sir Horace 
Plunkett by the Council of Agriculture, 
two-thirds of whose members are directly 
appointed by the county councils of 
Treland, it is inadvisable, before the House 
has had an opportunity of considering 
carefully the Report of the committee of 
inquiry into the organisation and working 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, to make any 
change in Sir Horace Plunkett’s tenure 
of the Vice-Presidency.”” He said that he 
did not bring this Amendment forward in 
any spirit of hostility to hon. Members 
sitting on the Nationalist Benches. He 
had been a Home Ruler longer than many 
hon. Members opposite, and although 
the mover of the Resolution seemed to 
think it was somewhat extraordinary 
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that a Liberal Member should have a | to the speeches of the mover and seconder 


conviction different from that of the 
general body of Nationalists, he would 


not be at all surprised if the National- | 


ist Members upon some subjects held 
an opinion different from 


the general body ot Liberals. There- 


that of | 


fore he thought he had a right to express | 


his own convictions. 


He congratulated | 


both the mover and seconder upon the | 


moderation with which they had stated 


as saying that he must. 


their case, and he hoped to state his views | 


with equal moderation. He opposed 
this Resolution on two grounds. The 
first was that Members of Parliament, 
whether Unionist, 
were being asked to pledge themselves toa 
certain course of action before a Com- 
mittee which was inquiring into the sub- 
ject had reported to the House. There had 
been a change since his Amendment 


in the form of words put forward 
in the Resolution, and instead of 
being asked to agree to a_ speedy 


termination of Sir Horace Plunkett’s 
present tenure of office they were only 
asked to pledge themselves that it 
should not be a permanent arrangement. 
Why should all Members of Parliament 
be asked to pledge themselves to a definite 
conclusion on this question now? Why 
should they not be allowed to consider 
the Report first ? He always understood 
that Blue-books were meant to be read 
and were intended to influence the minds 
of those who read them. Why should 
they not be allowedeven to read this Blue- 
book which would go into the whole 
question of the working and organisation 
of the Department of Agriculture, before 
they came to a definite conclusion ? 
He thought that proceeding was a little 
high-handed. Sir Horace Plunkett was 
no mere figure head, for he permeated the 
whole Department, and though the 
Report on his great work would be issued 
in a very short time, this Motion had been 
brought forward now. He protested 
against such action. He would protest 
against it even if Sir Horace Plunkett 
was out of the question, or even if a 
Liberal Government brought forward 


such a Motion when a Blue-book dealing 


with the subject of their Motion was ready 
to be issued. Under other circumstances 
he was sure Nationalist Members would 
make the same protest. After listening 


| late Government. 


Labour or Liberal, | their intentions lightly for nearly seven 


of the Resolution he failed to comprehend 
why hon. Members opposite were in such 
an extreme hurry to deprive the House 
of the right of fair and free consideration 
of this question. No one denied that the 
Act of 1899 provided that the Vice- 
President should not be incapable of 
sitting as a Member of Parliament. But 
to say that he might sit was not the same 
And, whatever 
the intentions of the framers of the Act 
were, they had certainly exercised no 
compulsion on either the present or the 
Both had transgressed 


years. Was it not a little odd that a 
Party, which had fought so often against 
British Acts, should now be displaying 
such unwonted zeal for this Act — or 
rather its declared intentions ? After all, 
Acts were often modified in practice and 
by special circumstances. His second ob- 
jection to the Motion was that the county 
councils of Ireland to whose representa- 
tives on the Irish Council of Agriculture 
Sir Horace Plunkett was responsible, had 
never asked for his dismissal from his post. 
These councils were ardently Nationalist, 
yet they seemed satisfied with the position 
of the head of the Department. Why, 
then, should Liberals do what the county 
councils had never asked should be done ? 
The Resolution proposed that they should 
vet rid of him as a political opponent 
of the present Government. That was 
scarcely a proposition that should com- 
mend itself to Liberals. The county 
councils were represented on the Council 
of Agriculture in the proportion of sixty- 
eight to thirty-four nominated members, 
thus outnumbering the nominated mem- 
bers by two to one. So that, if this 
widespread dissatisfaction really existed, 
the Council of Agriculture could make 
it plain whenever they pleased. As the 
county council representatives had never 
asked him to resign, he assumed that 
they had not looked upon this as a 
political appointment, but they regarded 
it as a business appointment, and looked 
upon him as, on the whole, the right man 
in the right place. On a recent occasion, 
when there was a desire on the part of 
Sir Horace to embark more fully on the 
co-operative principle, his policy had 


been strikingly confirmed. At that 
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meeting in November last there was an 
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opportunity for the Council of Agricul- | 


ture to vote against Sir Horace Plunkett 
and his whole administration if they 
had wished to do so. They had a 
majority of two to one over 
nominated members. The policy had 
been declared six months before, during 
which time they could have consulted 
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the | 


every county council and taken instruc- | and 
-TIONALIST cries of ‘‘ No’’}—in his en- 


tions and could then have come back in 
November to overwhelm Sir Horace 
Plunkett and the nominated members 
together. What was the result? The 
result was the triumph of his policy by a 
vote of fifty-two to twenty-five. He was 
told that that triumph would still have 
taken place if not one of the nominated 
members had voted on the Resolution. 
The Council of Agriculture had not asked 
for the dismissal of Sir Horace Plunkett for 
political or any other reasons. That was 
a matter which this House should take 
into consideration. He was one of those 
Liberals who were very jealous of the 
rights of local authorities. He thought 
they were restricted and hampered by the 
Imperial Parliament far too much. He 
was in favour of Home Rule for Ireland 
and also Home Rule for the local authori- 
ties. Therefore, he did not think the 
House should be rushed to declare itself 
in a matter about which the county 
councils had not yet spoken. Let 
the councils have a chance of de- 
ciding first as to Sir Horace Plunkett. 
They had not declared against him and 
his administration. Why should they. 
as Liberals, overpower the local authori- 
ties? Personally he regretted that this 
Motion had been brought forward. He 
thought it was obvious enough that the 
whole question must come up on the 
Devolution Bill which the Government 
had promised. He failed to see why the 
question was not left over till the Bill was 
brought forward. The Motion having 
been made, he, as one who had a warm 
regard for Sir Horace Plunkett and his 
splendid work, had nothing left for him 
to do but to protest against it. He 
begged to move. 


*Sir F. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.), in seconding the Amendment, acknow- 
ledged the exceedingly temperate tone 
of the speeches made in support of the 
Motion, and especially that of the hon. 

Mr. Brooke. 
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Member for Newry, who based his argu- 
ment on constitutional grounds. But 
what they had really to consider was not 
so much a string of political perplexities 
based on elaborate hypotheses, but the 
plain fact that this was a Motion to 
humiliate and practically to order the 
immediate resignation of, perhaps, the 
one man who had been the best 
friend of Ireland—f[cheers and Na- 


deavours to bring together the best minds 


of Ireland, of whatever _ political 
complexion and of whatever creed, 
to work for the common good of 


He contended that a 
man who had done that deserved 
well of his country and of the 
House, and his fellow-countrymen should 
not insist on inflicting on him such an 
uncalled-for humiliation. Rightly or 
wrongly, Sir Horace Plunkett had been 
invited by the responsible Minister of 
the Crown to continue in his office. 
because his genius and enthusiasm had 
created the office and the work it was 
doing, and would materially help in com- 
pleting the inquiry now in progress and 
in helping the Government to secure the 
best results from that inquiry. It 
was impossible for any Government 


the country. 


‘not to recognise the services rendered 


by Sir Horace Plunkett in initiating 
agricultural and social reforms, and the 
man who had shown his qualities de- 
served the full, kindly, and generous 
consideration of the House. He said 
that with a full heart, because a small 
handful of men in this country, of whom he 
was one, had studied Sir Horace’s ideas 
and reforms and had endeavoured in their 
own way to introduce similar methods 
of organisation in England. They had 
tried also, as Sir Horace Plunkett had, 
to banish from the discussion of agricul- 
tural and social reforms that hateful and 
detestable spirit of political and Party 
animosity which paralysed the best 
energies of men for useful objects. It 
was plain from the facts within their 
knowledge that Sir Horace Plunkett's. 
conduct was absolutely correct. He had 
offered and expected to withdraw, and it 
was in the face of those facts that Mr. 
Bryce in explicit terms invited Sir Horace 
Plunkett to set aside the usual considera- 
tions of Party and to retain his office, and, 
indeed, insisted on his doing so, in order 
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that the Government might have his; had been colleagues in the days of strain 


support and help in the completion of 
their work. No one could challenge his 
sincere and resolute support of the Irish 
cause. He spoke as a convinced Home 
Ruler whose opinions had in no way 
changed. 


He welcomed the project of a_ 


Devolution Bill with all his heart, but he | 


hoped the Government would not assent 
to this Motion. He thought it would be 
well for them to consider that it was an 


ill-omened prelude to the policy of 


devolution, a policy which would only 
bring good to Ireland and the United 


Kingdom if it was entered upon in a| 
spirit of mutual consideration and fair | 


plav as between the different political 
sections and religious creeds in Ireland. 
It was only by the adoption of that spirit 
of conciliation which Sir Horace Plunkett 
taught and tried to carry out that the 
best results could be obtained, and he 
thought the Government would be ill- 
advised when starting on their policy 
in joining with hon. Members opposite 
in inflicting humiliation on a man who 
had initiated the principles which should 
govern such a policy. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out from ‘ that,’ to end and insert 
‘in view of the continued confidence expressed 
in the policy of Sir Horace Plunkett by the 
Council of Agriculture, two-thirds of whose 
members are directly appointed by the county 
councils of Ireland, it is inadvisable, before the 
House has had an opportunity of considering 
carefully the Report of the Committee of Inquiry 
into the organisation and working of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
to make any change in Sir Horace Plunkett’s 
tenure of the Vice-Presidency.”—( Mr. Brocke.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.”’ 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said there 
was no one who would not recognise the 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
as a consistent and faithful friend of Ire- 
land. When the hon. Member made 
such a strong appeal to the Nationalist 
Members to consent to the retention in 
office of a man who, no matter what else 
could be said of him, was a Minister of the 
Crown and yet belonged to a Party op- 
posed to the Ministry, he would ask him 
to apply the same method to his own 
Party. The hon. Member and himself 


| Trade ? 
_poured upon 


and storm and stress, but great as was 
his admiration for him he said with all 
respect that even he assumed the habit, 
somewhat irritating to Irishmen, of 
lecturing them from the high and loftv 
pinnacle of British intelligence without 
ever applying the same principles to him- 
self. Conciliation no doubt was a noble. 
principle. But 01 the same principle, 
why was the right hon. Gentleman the- 
Member for South Dublin not sitting on 
the Treasury Bench? He was a respect: 
able and honourable man. They were 
all honourable men in this House. They 
were all as honourable as Sir Horace 
Plunkett. Why was not the hon. 
Member for Dulwich, if the Liberal 
Party carried this argument to its 
logical conclusion, at the Board of 
In spite of all the eulogies 
Sir Horace Plunkett 


from the Liberal Benches, the fact 


| remained that he had searched all over 











Ireland for many years and had been 
unable to find one constituency to accept 
him. He tried first as a Unionist. then 
as a politician of no colour at all, but it 
had the same result. If his services to 
Ireland had been so magnificent as 
represented, then no more ungrateful 
people than the Irish people could be 
found. He would not discuss the work 
of the Agricultural Department on that 
occasion, but he held that it had been 
very far indeed from being a complete 
success. He would go further and say 
that the comparative failure of the work 
of the Department had been in a large 
measure due to the personality of Sir 
Horace Plunkett as well as to the con- 
stitution he forced upon it. Since its 
foundation £2,000,000 had been spent 
upon it, but the amount of practical work 
which the Department had to show/for 
that vast expenditure was positively 
ludicrous. If the Irish people controlled 
the management of their own affairs a 
Department to take care of agriculture 
would be of incalculable value to the 
Irish people. But the present Depart 

ment had made a stupendous blunder in 
undertaking too much. In a practical 
administration of such a Department far 
greater value could be obtained for the 
money spent. The question was simply 
whether a Parliamentary pledge em- 
bodied in a statute was to be observed or 
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set aside in the interest of an individual, 
or whether Sir Horace Plunkett was to be 
allowed to continue to use the vast 
machinery of patronage at his disposal 
as a means of carrying on a_ political 


propaganda hostile to the national 
movement. They were not pleading for 


the observance of an English statute be- 
cause it was an English statute, but for 
the observance of an English statute as 
a pledge given them at their request 
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to devote his life to them, and to keep 
aloof from political Parties. He told 
Sir Horace that to keep aloof from Irish 


| polities was an impossible task, and that 


he could not expect that he could in any 
great degree alleviate the condition of 
the people of Ireland until he became a 
politician. He said to him that if he could 
keep clear of politics he would have his 
best wishes for his success. That was in 
1891. Afterwards Sir Horace Plunkett got 





asa Ministerial bargain. It had been said 
that Sir Horace Plunkett had kept aloof 
from politics and that he enjoyed the 
confidence of the Irish people as against 
the confidence of the Irish Party, in proof 
of which it was said that he obtained a 
vote of confidence from the Agricultural 
Council. 
was not a shadow of foundation for it; 
and no question of confidence had been 
submitted to the Council. The question 


was submitted whether a vote of money | 


should be given to a body called the 
Irish Agricultural Organisation Society, 
and out of the fifty-two who voted for it 
thirty were the nominees of Sir Horace 
Plunkett, and it was proposed and 
seconded by men who had a financial 
interest in the transaction. 
dependent men present an overwhelming 
majority were opposed to the grant. It 
would be ludicrous to accept the voice of 
such a body against the voice of the 
representatives of Ireland. It was 
said that Sir Horace Plunkett had 
never been a politician. That was 
an absolute falsehood. If it were true, 
as stated by the hon. Member opposite, 


that Sir H. Plunkett was a man who, | 


apart from all political motives, had given 
a long life to the welfare of the unhappy 
people of Ireland, what ground or motive 
could the Nationalist Party have for 
making this Motion, or raising this ques- 
tion at all? Sir Horace Plunkett was ap- 
pointed to his present post as a politician. 
He first met the hon. Gentleman in 1891, 
when he had just returned from America. 
Sir Horace sent him a message asking 
permission to call upon him. Previous 
to that he had never heard of the gentle- 
man. He came and spent two hours with 
him; he told him that though he had 
been long absent from Ireland, and be- 
longed to the landlord class, he was 
absolutely without political feeling, that 
he loved the Irish people and wished 


Mr. Dillon. 


As to the first statement, there | 


Of the in- | 


himself nominated by Mr. Balfour as a 
| Member of the'Congested Districts Board. 
| as a non-politician, and obtained admis- 
jsion to their circles, which included 
Catholic priests and Nationalists, and 
| Within one short year after Sir Horace 
Plunkett had given him that pledge 
he made his famous campaign in South 
| Dublin and stole from the Nationalist 
| Party one of their most valued seats as 
jan avowed Unionist. That was a 
memory which was not likely to fade 
‘from his mind. Sir Horace Plunkett 
then appeared as the Member for South 
| Dublin and made some bitter and sneering 
|speeches in the House against the 
| Nationalists. In the course of his cam- 
paign he made a speech in Belfast in 
which he said that he was agitating for this 
agricultural department and declared that 
his mission in Ireland was to disinfect Irish 
life of politics, and he (Mr. Dillon) supposed 
of politicians too. What he meant by 
disinfecting Irish life of politics appar- 
ently was to disinfect it of Nationalist 
politics. That was indeed the only sense 
in which the word politics was used in 
| Ireland. The Unionist politics were not 
polities apparently. Then Sir Horace 
Plunkett’s next step—and it was a scheme 
which he had always admired as a 
politician for its extreme astuteness— 
was to enter into an agreement with Mr. 
Gerald Balfour to kill Home Rule with 
kindness. It had been alleged that it 
was inorder to do that that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture was placed under 
his control. It was also alleged on the 
other side of the question that at 
the elections he was attacked by 
the Orange Party and consequently lost 
his seat in Dublin through that attack ; but 
that was not true, because his hon. friend 
the Member for Newry on that occasion 
did great service to his country by 
winning the seat for the Nationalists. 
| There was, however. some truth in the 
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Sir Horace Plunkett was cut short by 
the Orange Party; but why did the 
Orange Party attack him? Because. 
the Orange Party in Ireland was in- | 
variably the stupid one. They were | 
unable on that occasion, as they always | 
were, to recognise their true friends, and | 
when they rejected Sir Horace Plunkett | 
thev threw away a wise Unionist states- 
man and one of the most formidable 
Unionist statesmen of the present time. | 
It was not members who interrupted | 
him in that House that they had to 
fight against, but men like Sir Horace 
Plunkett, who had some ideas in their | 
heads. The Orange Party were stupid, 
because they failed to recognise that he 
was the best friend to the Unionist Party 
that they had had in Ireland for the last 
half-century. The next step in Sir 
Horace Plunkett’s career was his attempt 
to get back to Parliament as the repre- 
sentative of Galway. On the day before 
he started for Galway, in an interview 
with the Dublin correspondent of the Pall 
Mall Gazette, he said— 


“T[ have in my power large patronage in | 
[reland; I have been attacked by the Orange | 
Party because I gave the Nationalists a share, 
but [ intend to pursue that course.” 

That was the substance of Sir Horace 
Plunkett's statement. While Nationalist 
seats were attacked he deliberately 
stated that he had large patronage, and 
would see that the Nationalists were not 
left out. He had never attributed mean 
or sordid motives to Sir Horace Plunkett, 
as Father O’Donovan insinuated; he | 
believed he was a man of large means, 
who spent his salary on his work. He | 
had the greatest possible admiration for | 
his ability—he would go further, and say | 
for his motives, too—for he was a Unionist, | 
and had consistently pursued for years | 
the only policy which had a gleam of 
hope of defeating Nationalist policy in 
Ireland. But his ambition was to 
weaken and destroy the Nationalist 
Party, who stood for the Nationalist cause 
and liberty to Ireland. [Mr. Lonspae: 
A very good work too.] <A _ very 
good work, too, said the Member of 
Mid Armagh. That brief speech was 
of value to them. Sir Horace Plunkett 
had been throughout his career a 
politician; he was a Unionist, and an 
implacable enemy to the j Nationalist 
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| Act of Parliament. 


| able enemies of Ireland. 
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Party and the cause they stood for. It 
was a scandal and disgrace, now that 
a Government were in power who were 
friendly to the cause they were fighting 
for, that they should retain sucha man in 
office at the head of vast machinery in 
Ireland, and that he should be at liberty 
to maintain, as he did, a band of agents 
going through Ireland, paid by the tax- 
payers, to blackguard and abuse the 
Members on those benches, and to sub- 
sidise out of the taxpayers’ money a 
scurrilous newspaper, whose chief business 
was to sneer at Home Rule. These 
were the grounds on which they objected 
to Sir Horace Plunkett’s retention of office. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Un- 
versity) said the debate began with a 
high constitutional argument on the part 
of Members below the gangway —it 
exhibited their love of correct Parliamen- 
tary precedent. The House was assured 
that the debate was to be continued on 
those lines—the insistence on full Parlia- 
mentary control, on which they knew 
the hearts of the Nationalist Party had 
always been set, and the observance of an 
The hon. Gentleman, 
however, who had just spoken, had 
imported an entirely different tone into 
the debate; they had heard a most 
impassioned denunciation of the whole 
career of Sir Horace Plunkett. The onlv 
good word that had been said for him was 
that he was a man with ideas, and that 
he was, therefore, one of the most formid- 
It would seem 
that he had entered into some dark 
conspiracy against the liberties of Ireland, 
and that he was simply a bitter politician 
under the guise of a social reformer. 
The hon. Gentleman, in support of this 
view of Sir Horace Plunkett, pointed 
back to sixteen years during which he 
had know him. He himself had known 
Sir Horace Plunkett for a much longer 
period; he had watched his work 
with quite as much impartiality as the 
hon. Member for East Mayo, and was 
amazed at the description of this 
“bitter, sneering Unionist.” He would 
not at that hour go into questions which 
after all were not connected with the 
Motion before the House, but would 
confine himself to the most relevant 
issues in a discussion which had covered 
so much ground. There were two. 
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governing facts in the situation. The 
first was that Sir Horace Plunkett, at 
the express desire of the Government, 


still held office ; and, secondly, that he 
held office pending the result ot an inquiry 


into the constitution and working of the | 


Department instituted by the Govern- 
ment themselves. The Report of the 
Committee was expected in a few 
weeks. The motive, therefore, of this 
debate would seem to be to pledge 
the Government before they had seen 
the Report of their own Committee to 
a certain course of action from which 
they could not afterwards recede. The 


yovernment had already made a pro- | 


nouncement on another matter of large 
policy before the evidence of their own 
Commission had been published, and 
he did not believe they 
again commit s) great an error. He 
fully admitted that the constitutional 
question whether the Vice-President 
should or should not be a Member of 
the House was a proper question to raise. 
To his mind very 


to-day ; wait for the evidence; read the 
Report ; review the situation in the light 
of that Report; and do not make a 
binding promise because of the Parliamen- 
tary pressure which has been put upon 
you this evening”? He was perfectly 


free to admit that the position of the | 
Vice-President was an anomalous position. | 


There was no doubt that the intention of 


the Legislature was that the holder of | 
the office should have a seat in Parlia- | 
On the other hand, the words of | 


ment. 
the Act did not make it obligatory, and 
when the Member for Mayo spoke of the 
violation of the statute he did not think 
if he had the words before him he would 
have used such a phrase. 


Mr. DILLON: I did not speak of 
violation of the statute; I spoke of the 
violation of the Ministerial pledge—a 
very different thing. 


*Mr. BUTCHER begged the hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon ; he had understood 
him to make both statements. However, 
it was true that there had been, not 
indeed a Parliamentary pledge, but a 
Parliamentary understanding that the 


Mr. Butcher. 
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would | 


strong arguments | 
could be brought both for and against. 
But was it not reasonable to say to the | 
Government : “ Do not pledge yourselves | 
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office was to carry with it a seat in 
Parliament. But they all knew what 
had happened. In 1900 the Vice- 
President lost his seat and was retained 
in office by the Government of the day. 
He was so continued with the practical 
assent of all Parties in Ireland, and 
after a memorial had been signed by 
15,000 or 20,000 people, expressing the 
hope that he would not be deposed 
from office. The House ought to 
understand that at the time Nir 
Horace Plunkett definitely said, and had 
repeated it several times during the 
past six or seven years, that he would not 
retain office one single day after he had 
ceased to retain the confidence of the 
representative bodies through which and 
with which he worked. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo had made very light 
‘of the Agricultural Council. He (Mr. 
Butcher) could only say of that Council 
that, like other boards with which 
Sir Horace Plunkett worked, two-thirds 
of it was composed of members who were 
popularly elected or represented popu- 
larly-elected bodies, and that Sir Horace 
had been supported by those bodies in 
every important matter of policy which 
he had brought forward. It had been 
said that the retention of Sir Horace 
Plunkett in office during the last six 
/years was all wrong. He maintained 
(the very opposite. It had turned 
out to be to the great public advantage 
of Ireland. In the first place, the office 
was a new one. The Department had 
to be created. Its work, its method, its 
plan of operations—everything had to be 
organised. No permanent officials existed ; 
there were no precedents to follow ; and 
it seemed advisable that during those 
experimental years the man in whose 
brain the whole idea originated should be 
| responsible for controlling, directing, and 
| guiding the movement. Moreover, after 
| the initial stages there was a very great 
expansion of the work. All kinds of 
|new problems arose, and it became 
/almost necessary that the whole time 
| and thought of the Vice - President 
| should be devoted to his duties on 
'the spot. It was very doubtful whether 
the work of the Department would 
‘not have suffered if Sir Horace’s 
| time and attention had been distracted 
| by attendance in the House of Commons. 


| There was a distinct gain in the titular 
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head during those years being also the | work wasremarkable. His office staff was 
real head of the Department. That was | composed of men of different politics, but 
one reason in favour of his retention. | all were inspired by the same zeal and 
In the second place, everybody in Ire-| devotion as himself. They had caught 
land, excepting the hon. Member for| the spirit of their chief, and were 
Kast Mayo, admitted that if Sir| animated by a common ideal. Here, 
Horace Plunkett was a politician, he | then, they had one man who, not by talk- 
was of all politicians the least political. | ing but by doing, had ;roved himself to 
Beyoad doubt he had held the scales be eminently fitted for a particu'ar non- 
evenly, and very often to his own | political work. Was he to be made use 
disadvantage as a party man. He had | of? Or was he to be cast aside because 
shown impartiality in the manning of his; he was not enough of a politician ? 
office. He had alienated the svmpathy | The question was not a personal question. 
of his friends by putting in Nationalists. It was one of economics and 
Throughout his administration there had industry versus politics. Which was to 
heen the same absence of party bias. prevail? That was the ultimate issue. 
His own party popularity had sufiered, There was in Ireland a growing body of 
but the cause of Ireland had gained. | thoughtful men who desired to build up 
It was to that impartiality, that | the economic life of the people on a non- 
marked impartiality, that the success party foundation. They asked that one 
of the Department had been in large’ Department at least, whoever was in 
measure due. Any taint of political | office, Sir Horace Plunkett or a successor, 
favouritism would have made it im- should be rescued from politics and con- 
possible for him to carry on that work | ducted on broader and more hopeful 
with all that great network of technical lines. The reasons why he opposed this 
and other committees with which his) Motion and supported the Amendment 
Department was concerned. The truth | were, first, that the Motion prejudged the 
was that everybody in Ireland knew | questions now before the Committee of 
that Sir Horace Plunkett had no Party | Inquiry. It left no freedom to the Gov- 
or personal ends to serve—that he ernment. It pledged them beforehand 
was detached from everything except|to a certain course of action. And, 
what he believed to be the welfare of his | secondly, it must, under existing circum- 
country. In Ireland there was no lack | stances—emphasised, moreover, by the 
of political speech, there was a lack of | strange speech they had heard from the 
e-onomic thought. Men there were in| Member for East Mayo—be taken as a 
plenty who would talk about Ireland ; | censure, or at least a slur, on the conduct 
but those who were working for Ireland | of a very distinguished public servant. 
were but few. Sir Horace Plunkett was | If, on looking at the matter all round, and 
oue of the few—the leader of the | after due inquiry, the Government came 
few; he was not talking, but doing, | to the conclusion that the Vice-President 
or rather he had done great work/ should henceforth be a party man, 
already, though it was small in| responsible directly to that House, many 
comparison with the promise that! of them would profoundly regret the 
lay within it of future achievement. | decision, but they would still recognise 
He was teaching the people the | that the case had been considered on its 
lesson of self-help and self-reliance ; the | merits. It was quite another thing to 
lesson that even a little which they | foreclose and prejudge the matter in the 
could do for themselves was worth far| way now proposed. The case was too 
more than a great deal which was done | grave for that, and the interests involved 
for them by Government. He had to} were too large. On the personal point, 
face the opposition of various interests. | however, once more let it be said that Sir 
H» had gone on his way fearlessly and | Horace Plunkett did not cling to office. 
steadily, heedless of praise or blame, | He held office for two reasons—first, at 
strong in the conviction of a true idea, | the express desire of the Government ; 
and looking forward to no reward beyond | and, secondly, because he had had, and still 
the hope of leaving his country a little | could claim, the unbroken support of the 
better than he found it. The group of | Irish representative bodies with whom and 


men he had gathered round him in that! through whom he worked. The mere 
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emoluments of office he did not covet. 
Indeed, he gave back, he believed, to 
Treland, for the purposes of his Depart- 
ment, every penny he received as salary. 
Doubtless he had been bitterly assailed, 
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he and his friends had refused to associate 
with him in the project. And, further, 
it was very probable that when the scheme 
came before that House for the creation of 
a Department of Agriculture, if he had 


and they had had a specimen of it that | opposed that scheme instead of support- 
night. But many quiet observers in ing it, it would never have passed into 
Treland, and many more in this country |law. Why did he approve of the Report 
and in America, had watched Sir Horace of the Recess Committee and accept the 
Plunkett’s work with silent admiration, ; measure for the creation of the Depart- 
and recognised him to be the most single- | ment of Agriculture? Upon certain 
hearted and disinterested of politicians, | essential conditions, the first and most 
and the greatest public benefactor that | essential of which was that the Minister 
had arisen in Ireland in our generation. | appointed at the head of the Depart- 

‘ment was to hold a seat in that House 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | and to be responsible for the Department 
said he regarded this debate as one of so | a8 a Minister of the Crown upon the 
serious a character that he thought it | Treasury Bench. The hon. Member who 
ought not to close without his saying | had just spoken said that the Act con- 
something. The hon. Gentleman who had | stituting the Department used the word 
just sat down had said that this Motion | “may ” sit in Parliament and not “ shall.” 
was designed with the object of getting the | 


Government to prejudge the issue, butthe| *Mpr. BUTCHER said he had not quoted 


only issue raised was as to whether the 
post of Vice-President of the Board of 
Agriculture was or was not a Parlia- 


mentary office, and no such issue as that | 


was submitted in the reference to the 
Committee which was now sitting. Un- 
less something extraordinary happened— 
as was often the case in Irish affairs— 
when the Report of the Committee was 
issued it would be found that to this 
question there would be no reference 
whatever made by the Committee. This 
was not a Motion to attack Sir Horace 
Plunkett’s work or his personality, and 
there was not one word in the Motion 
censuring him as an inefficient officer or 
declaring his work to be bad. The 
Motion raised the clear and simple issue 
whether this post was a Parliamentary 
office which ought to be vacated upon 
a change of Government, and whether 
it was expedient that an opponent of 
the Government should hold the office. 
His hon. friend the Member for East Mayo 
was able to speak with a freedom upon 
this matter which he could not claim, 
for this reason; he was one of those 
who associated themselves with Sir Hor- 


| the words of the Act, but the words were 
, these— 

| The office of Vice-President of the Depart- 
ment shall not render the person holding the 
| same incapable of being elected as a Member 
| of Parliament.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the 
hon. Gentleman argued from that that 
there. was no necessity for him to be a 
Member of the House. If he applied that 
doctrine to the gentlemen occupying the 
Treasury Bench at that moment it would 
be an absolute violation of the constitu- 
tional doctrine of the country that 
' Ministers representing great Departments 
should sit in that House. He would not 
have assented to the passing of the Bill 
except on the distinct understanding that 
‘the Minister representing the Department 
| was to have a seat in, and was to be re- 
sponsible to, that House, and the con- 
_tinuance in office of a gentleman who had 
‘not a seat in the House was a breach of 
faith with those who passed the measure 
‘into law and a gross violation, as he con- 
‘tended, of constitutional usage. He did 
not ask the Government to censure Sir 





ace Plunkett at the time of the forma- |} Horace Plunkett or to denounce his 
tion of the Recess Committee, from} conduct in his office as inefficient. He 
whose Report the scheme of this Dep- | asked them to declare that the position 
ment sprang, and he thought Sir Horace | he now occupied was an anomalous, 
Plunkett himself would be the first to ad- | illogical, and untenable one, that it should 
mit that, in all probability, that Recess | be speedily changed, and that the pledges 
Committee would never have met at all if | they had received from the Prime Minister 


Mr. Butcher. 
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and others that this was merely a tem- 
porary arrangement/should be fulfilled. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY = ror: 
IRELAND (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, N.) : 
Before I say a word about the Amend- | 
ment, and on the Motion, there is one | 
thing I should like to make as plain as it | 
is possible for words to make it, although | 
I think it has already made itself pretty | 
plain in the course of the debate, for, after | 
all, fair play is a jewel in all parts of the | 
United Kingdom. And that thing is that | 
Sir Horace Plunkett is where he is at the | 
present moment because of the request of | 
the Irish Government. It may have) 
been a wise step on the part of the Irish | 
Government, or it may have been a foolish | 
step, but it was their step, and not his. | 
Sir Horace Plunkett is, by common | 
consent—I am glad to say we are all | 
agreed on this—a man in whose breast no | 
ordid idea ever takes root, and he is the | 
last man to cling to office. He was not | 
only prepared to go, but it is common 
knowledge—he has himself told me that I 
am at liberty to make the statement to 
the House—that he fully expected that 
he was going and he would have gone had 
it not been that his departure was stayed 
ut the request of my predecessor in office. 
Therefore, it would be impossible for me 
who have ratified the former acts of my 
predecessor to consent to any Motion 
which seemed to cast the faintest shadow 
of a suspicion or a doubt upon the right of 
Sir Horace Plunkett at the present 
moment to remain where he is. He is, as 
it were, our guest, and I would as soon 
think of inviting a man to dinner and then 
request him to leave the table before the 
last course was served, as I would of doing 
anything which would suggest that Sir 
Horace Plunkett was not perfectly en- | 
titled to be where he is at the present, 
moment. Therefore, I think on that, 
part of the case we have that satisfaction. | 
The correspondence has been read before, | 
but, as it is part of the case, I should like | 
to remind the House as to what it atin 
that Mr. Brvyee wrote to Sir Horace 
Plunkett :— | 
“JT have under consideration the arrange- | 
ments necessary for continuing the duties of | 
the Department of Agriculture and Technical | 


Instruction. 


appointment as Vice-President of the Depart: | 
ment as being of a political character, you are | 


desirous of retiring from it at the change of ' Department. 
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Ministry. On this point I have consulted the 
Prime Minister and with his concurrence I 


| conceive that it may be proper to treat ‘the 


matter as being one which for our immediate 
purposes is outside considerations of Party. 
I therefore hope that you will be disposed, 
seeing that the arrangement is one of a purely 
provisional character, to carry on the duties of 
Vice-President. It is the intention of the 
Government to examine fully into the organisa- 
tion and working of the Department and its 
relations to the other branches of Irish admin- 
istration, and I think your continuance in the 
office of Vice-President will facilitate such 
examination. They retain, I need hardly say, 
entire freedom as to their future action.” 

On 21st February, 1906, the Prime 
Minister made the following reply to a 
Question— 

‘““My view of the case is this—that the 
present state of things is purely temporary and 
purely exceptional. There is no intention of 
converting an office which is of one character 
into an office of another character with the same 
official serving in it. That has never been 
contemplated. But as the whole matter was 
under review in order to place the Department 
in many respects on a better footing, it was 
thought that there was no harm in continuing 
Sir Horace Plunkett in the position, rather 
than make a new appointment which would 
have to be subject to any change found to be 
necessary.” 

My predecessor was strongly of opinion 
that it was highly desirable to have an 
inquiry into the working of the Depart- 
ment. His reason—he is now a long 
way off, and therefore one can speak of 
him with some freedom—was that he 
had in preparation a measure of what is 
commonly called “ devolution,” and he 
was naturally very much attracted by the 
examples of successful devolution which 
had been carried into effect by the Act 
constituting this Department of Agri- 
culture, which absorbed a considerable 
number of existing Boards and bodies, 
and created a Board and consultative 
Council, elected in a certain way by the 
Irish people, who were to exercise control 
over it. That is devolution, of course. 
That kind of devolution becomes law. 
Other kinds of devolution may meet 
with difficulties in other places. My 
right hon. friend was anxious to have a 
careful and searching inquiry into the 
working of the Department, partly for 
the reason that it would increase his 
knowledge and give him a good hint or 
two for his own measure, and also because 


I understand that, regarding your complaints had been made in different 
parts of Ireland as to the working of the 


My predecessor put upon 


F 
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the Committee certain gentlemen, one 
of great knowledge of technical educa- 
tion, connected with South Kensington, 
and anothergentleman from Canada— 
an agricultural country. Unfortunately 
for that honest man, the first thing he 
said, on arriving in Ireland, was that he 
had derived great knowledge from Sir 
Horace Plunkett’s interesting book, 
which he had been reading for informa- 
tion. But this Committee is a serious 
body, and will, no doubt, report in a 
short time—I hope before many days 
are over. They are now considering 
their final Report, and I ‘protest against 
any suggestion that they are holding over 
that Report. They are doing nothing 
of the kind; but in consequence of the 
great pressure which I have put upon 
them, they have hurried their work 
on as fast as they conld, and, before many 
days are out, Iam assured that Report 
will appear. Then the Government will 
give it their full consideration. The 
object for which Mr. Bryce sought to 
Sir Horace Plunkett was that he 
give evidence before the Com- 
mittee and put it in possession of all 
the information at his command. The 
understanding, therefore, was that he 
office pending the 


retain 
might 


was to remain in 
result of the inquiry into his Depart- 
ment. It is quite a mistake to sup- 
pose that in this question — which is 
one of administration, and_ therefore 
essentially one for the Prime Minister— 
my right hon. friend was ever in doubt as 
to the course to be taken, or that he 
needed advice from gentlemen from 
Canada or others. It is the fixed inten- 
tion of the Prime Minister that this office 
should be a Ministerial office, held by a 
Gentleman in sympathy with the Party in 
power, sitting here on these Benches, and 
responsible to the House for the work of 
his Department. Therefore, it is a mis- 
take to suppose that we are waiting for 
the Report of this Committee in order to 
make up our minds upon the subject, for 
our minds are already completely made 
up and will in no way be affected, in that 


Mr. Birrell. 
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matter, by the inquiry into the working 
of the Department itself. As to the 
Parliamentary bargain, no one who has 
listened to the two moderate, able, and 
conclusive speeches of the mover and 
seconder of the Motion can have any 
doubt that there is an overwhelming case 
in its support, and no one can blame the 
Prime Minister or blame me for having 
determined to adhere to that Parlia- 
mentary bargain. It took its origin in 
the Report of the Recess Committee, which 
I understand is Sir Horace Plunkett’s 
own Report. From beginning to end of 
that Report there is the assertion that the 
head of the Agricultural Department 
should be a Minister with a seat in the 
House of Commons. Sir Horace Plunkett 
is a man who was distinguished in this 
House, and everybody would be glad, 
apart from politics, to see him back again. 
And does anybody doubt that if he had 
been fortunate enough to retain his seat 
in Parliament he would, as Vice-President 
of the Agricultural Department, have 
remained in Parliament, and would have 
transacted his duties as a Minister just as 
admirably here as well as in Ireland? I 
quite agree that a man cannot be in two 
at the same time; but the time 
Sir Horace Plunkett would have 
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places 
which 
given as a Minister to Parliament would 
not have been lost to Ireland. After all, 
Sir Horace Plunkett would be the last 
man to suggest, as has been suggested by 
his friends, that he is the Department, 
My hon. friend the Member for Cambridge 
University referred to the body of able 
and active men Sir Horace Plunkett has 
gathered round him in Ireland. Quite 
true; and these men would have done 
their business all the same though their 
chief was absent from Ireland in Parlia- 
ment for a short time. In fact, I believe 
that if Sir Horace Plunkett had been 
here during the term of office of the late 
Administration to answer questions affect- 
ing the Department, the Department 
would not be covered with that cloud of 
suspicion which unfortunately now en- 
velopsit. The Irish Members would haye 
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had vpportunities of conversing with him 
in the lobbies and in his room in the way 
they most cheerfully know how to exer- 
cise. My experience is that they are fair- 
minded men, and I think he would have 
been able to make good his case against 
them, even though he might give way to 
them in some cases against his better 
judgment. If people imagine that the ad- 
ministration of a great Department like 
this, with the ramifications and operations 
extending throughout all agricultural Ire- 
land, can be carried on without the head of 
that Department being in touch with the 
Nationalist Party, with Irish Members, 
those sitting for Ulster as well as those 
representing other parts of Ireland, then 
they are greatly mistaken. Therefore 
it was that Mr. Gerald Balfour, whose 
absence from the House I greatly deplore 
—the more ex-Chief Secretaries there are 
in the House the better pleased I am; 
I always look to them for sympathy at 
least, if not for support—Mr. Gerald 
Balfour contested this very point in the 
House with the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and 
pointed out—I have the passage here, 
but I do not wish to read it—that 
as Chief Secretary he was a shadow 
or shade of the Department, but could 
not undertake its work. Now Mr. Gerald 
Balfour has left the tradition in the 
Chief Secretary’s Office that he was the 
most hard-working and conscientious 
Minister in matters of detail the office 
had ever known. I am afraid I shall not 
interfere with the reputation he enjoys. 
He declined to make himself responsible 
for the work of the Department, and 
insisted that the intention was that the 
Vice-President should be a Member of 
the House. To that decision the present 
Government adhere. Itis all very well for 
my hon. friend the Member for Cambridge 
University, who spoke so highly of the 
personal qualities of Sir Horace Plunkett, 
irrespective of Party, to refer to him as 
“the least political of politicians ”»— 
was that the phrase? I did not quite 
catch it, but 1 know it means something 
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discreditable to politicians. I am net 
quite so sure that my hon. friend would 
be quite so satisfied with Sir Horace 
Plunkett’s retention of office, if, instead 
of sharing so many of his opinions, he 
held a diametrically opposite opinion on 
one important subject. The “ sweet 
reasonableness ” of my hon. friend would 
scarcely swallow such a bolus as that ; 
and he must not be surprised to find men 
on these Benches not quite so exalted 
in their views as my hon. friend, who 
would prefer that a great Department 
like this should be represented in the 
House by a Minister with whom other 
Members of the Administration have 
personal relations, and with whose views 
they sympathise. Well, the effect of it 
all is this. We wish it to be distinctly 
understood that Sir Horace Plunkett is 
where he is at the request of the Govern- 
ment, and that there is not a thought 
or a shadow of blame to be attached to 
him, for he would have gone but for our 
action and interference. We are waiting 
for the Report, which soon we shall get ; 
but we have definitely and determinately 
made up our minds that the office 
shall be held in accordance with the 
original intention with which the Act 
was passed, not only by a Member of the 
House, but by a Member of the Admin- 
istration, and from that view, and that 
intention we do not intend in any way 
to depart. We have, therefore, no 
difficulty in supporting the Motion of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, which 
states the exact facts of the case. After 
all I would remind hon. friends behind 
me this is a Prime Minister’s question. 
It is a question of administration. If 
he thinks his Administration will be 
strengthened and supported by the 
Parliamentary obligation being carried 
out, the House should wait to censure 
it until it has been done. We cannot 
support the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Bow and Bromley, but we 
can support the Motion of the hon. 





Member opposite. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London): ) that there was no man in Ireland of auy 
As one of the ex-Chief Secretaries | politics—politics did not enter into this 
who are the delight of the right | particular part of the question at all— 


hon. Gentleman opposite, I think I) 
ought to say one word in this debate, 
especially as I was the ex-Chief Secre- | 
tary who, in another capacity, was 
primarily responsible for assenting to the 
arrangement by which Sir Horace Plun- 
kett continued out of Parliament the | 
work he so admirably commenced in 
Parliament. This question has two as- 
pects, an historical aspect and a personal | 
aspect; and on the historical aspect I 
think there can be no dispute amongst | 
hon. Gentlemen on either side of the 
House. It is perfectly true that this | 
office was intended to be a Parliamentary | 
appointment. It is also true, in my | 
belief, that, as the present Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland has said, Sir Horace 
Plunkett would have continued, during 
the tenure of office of the late Adminis- 
tration, his work on the Agricultural 
Board in this House had he succeeded 


He 


failed to obtain a seat in this House, and 


in obtaining a seat in this House. 


the question which arose and had to be 
decided by His Majesty’s late advisers, 


was whether it was, or was not, for the 


interests of Ireland, and for the interests | 
! 


of the great industry of Ireland, that Sir | 


Horace Plunkett should continue out of 


Parliament the functions which, no 


doubt, it was originally intended should 
be carried out by a Gentleman in this 


House. I believe that which is in fact 


the account of the historical situation | 


given by the Chief Secretary, and I be- 
lieve also by hon. Gentlemen below the 
gangway, to be perfectly accurate. Why 
did the Government decide that 
sir Horace Plunkett should be asked to 
continue his work ¢ 


late 


They came to that 
decision because they were of opinion 


| The hon. 





so qualified by his knowledge, by the 
aspirations which had guided his life 
by the ideals which he always held be- 
fore him, to carry the work of the new 
Department to a successful issue as the 
man who had so large a part—not, per- 
haps, the whole part—in framing it and 
After all, Sir, 


from a merely personal point of view, 


bringing it into being. 


from the point of view of the Govern- 
ment which has a great many friends 
who would like to have office and not 
many offices to give them, which is the 
difficulty of all it 


would, of course, have been convenient 


Prime Ministers, 
to have another vacancy to bestow upon 
some deserving Member of this House ; 
and the reason we did not take that very 
simple and obvious course, the reason 
why we persuaded Sir Horace Plunkett 
to continue his work out of Parliament 
as he had begun it in Parliament, was 
that we believed that was for the best 
I 


that no man in this House who knows 


interests of Ireland. am convinced 
anything about Ireland will deny that 
the decision come to by the late Govern- 
ment, and endorsed by the right hon. 
the 
interests of Ireland, the right decision. 
and learned Gentleman the 
Leader of the Irish Party described the 
position of Sir Horace Plunkett as 
I 
think logic is very improperly and un- 
If 


by logic is meant an absolute consistency 


Gentleman’s predecessor, was, in 


anomalous, illogical, and untenable. 
happily brought into this question. 


of policy, it has admittedly been broken 
in this case. It is perfectly true that 
Sir Horace Plunkett himself never antici- 
pated when he took the office in Parlia- 
ment that he would hold it when out oi 
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Parliament ; but if it was for the interest | of his predecessor # What view does 
of Ireland, during the years that suc- | he take of Sir Horace Plunkett’s work 
ceeded the election of 1900, that he should | which makes him doubt that the work of 
hold the office he has held, and continue the Department could not be carried out 
to perform the great functions which he | so well by any otherman? He has given 
has performed to the admiration of us no suggestion, but he has assented— 
everybody, why are we on this occasion | or rather he has, on the part of his Govern- 
to hold this close, pedantic view of | ment, given his consent—to a Resolution 


169 Sir Horace 


coutinuity of policy, which is, of course, | which, however it is interpreted, is really 


not backed up by any legal sanction, | 


and has not behind it the sanction of any 
Act of Parliament ? I think we were 
amply justified in the breach of logic 
of which the right hon. Gentleman com- 


usceptible of only one interpretation, 
and that is that the majority of this 
| House, incited thereto by hon. Gentlemen 
| below the gangway, have come to the 
| conclusion that, whatever be Sir Horace 





jlains ; and the late Chief Secretary must | Plunkett’s qualifications for this post, 
lave been of the same opinion, because | however devoted he may be to the task 
he carried out a policy as anomalous, ‘he has undertaken, however great may 
as illogical, as untenable as the policy | be the work he is doing, he has committed 
for which we were responsible, and he one crime which is unpardonable—he 
did it for the same reason. I fail to| has retained his Unionist opinions. I 
understand the view taken by the right | think that a very unhappy conclusion for 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down | the Government to arrive at. If when 
of his predecessor’s policy. The right | they came into office they had said to 
hon. Gentleman appears to be of opinion | Sir Horace Plunkett, “ You have always 
that Sir Horace Plunkett was continued | taken your position as that of a Party 
in office, not so much to do work for | politician, you always expected to leave 
which he was peculiarly qualified, as in | office with the Government with whom 
order that he might give evidence on a “you on the whole agreed, we regret your 
subject of which he knew a great deal. | departure, as, on a change of Government, 
If it is illogical to carry outa policy! the country has often to regret the 
which is untenable, let us, at all events, departure of very eminent politicians,” 
do it in a better cause than that of merely then their position would have been 
enabling a man to give evidence before a | absolutely unassailable, and the last 
Royal Commission. Let us do it in| person to assail it would have been Sir 
order that we may effect a great reform, | Horace Plunkett. But to ask him to 
may carry out a great material work to the | go on not to give evidence—— 

benefit of the Irish people. And I 
believe, in spite of the evidence of Mr.| Mr. BIRRELL: The last part of the 
Bryce’s successor, that that was Mr. | letter says the Government retain their 


: ; AR : 
Bryce’s intention when he asked Sir | freedom of future action. 





Horace Plunkett to continue his duties. 

What evidence has come to the present) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Whatever it 
Chief Secretary for Ireland which has means, it does not mean giving evidence 
made him change the opinion entertained _ before the Committee. I do not accuse 
by his predecessor and the predecessor the right hon. Gentleman of breach of 
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faith ; I do not say the Government have | against Mr. Bryce, but also against myself, 
broken any pledge they gave to Sir | who am more responsible, in one sense, 
Horace Plunkett or anybody else. My ‘than Mr. Bryce, of having treated 
charge, if you call it a charge, is of a differ- | Sir Horace Plunkett in a certain way 
ent kind. I say they asked this eminent | because he was a Unionist. Such an idea 
official to go on with his work, irrespec- | never entered into our heads. My right. 
tive of the Committee, because he was hon. friend has explained the circum- 
specially qualified to do it, and now, be- | stances exactly. We were going to have 
cause hon. Gentlemen below the gang- | a general supervision and investigation of 
way accuse him of no crime but the crime | this Department. We thought it most 
of Unionism, they turn round and say | undesirable, seeing we could not tell what 
d be, that a 
whatever they report, Sir Horace Plun- | fresh appointment should be made, sub- 
kett is to be relieved of an office in which | ject to all possible changes that might take 
he continued at their special request. It | place, and we asked Sir Horace Plunkett, 
is an unhappy decision, and, if the Gov- | as a favour to the Government as well as 
ernment will allow me to say so, it is a| to thecountry, to continue during the in- 
decision of especially unhappy augury | terval to discharge his duties; but we ex- 
in view of those schemes of devolution of | plained to him, and explained in this 
which we know but little, but of which one | House, in the clearest possible manner, 
result we know will be that Unionists will | that it was only a temporary continua- 
meet with an absolute bar in the future, | tion of the appointment. 


whatever their services may have been. 





Question put, “That the words pro- 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | posed to be left out stand part of the 
, vf 


LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. Camp- 
BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): A | | The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 


1Q uestion.” 


direct charge has been made, not only | 108. (Division List No. 142.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N. E.) Blake, Edward Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) Boland, John Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, \w 
Acland, Francis Dyke Bowerman, C.,W. Cooper, G. J. 
Agnew, George William Brace, William 4 Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Gr’st’d 
Ambrose, Robert Bramsdon, T. A. | Crean, Eugene 
Armstrong, W. C. Heator Branch, James Delany, William 
Astbury, John Meir Brigg, John Devlin, Joseph 
Atherley-Jones, L. Bright, J. A. | Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | Brunner,J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) | Dickinson, W,H, (St.Pancras,N, 
Barker, John Brunner, Rt.Hn.Sir J. T. (Ches. | Dillon, John 
Barlow,John Emmott(Som’rs’t | Bryce, J. Annan | Duffy, William J. 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) Burke, E. Haviland- | Duncan,C. (Barrow-in-Furness ) 
Barnes, G. N. | Burns, Rt. Hon. John | Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Burnyeat, W. J. D. Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Beck, A. Cecil Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas | Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Bellairs, Carlyon Byles, William Pollard | Elibank, Master of 
Belloc,Hilaire Joseph Peter R. | Cameron, Robert | Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Benn, Sir J. Williams(Devonp’rt | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Esslemont, George Birnie 
Benn, W. (T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo | Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight | Evans, Samuel T. 





Bennett, E. N. Churchill, Winston Spencer Everett, R. Lacey 
Berridge, T. H. D. Cleland, J. W. Farrell, James Patrick 
Billson, Alfred Clough, William Fenwick, Charles 
Birrell, Rt. Hon." Augustiuc Cobbold, Felix Thornley Ferens, T. R. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John | 
Glendinning, R. G. 
Glover, Thomas 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lreius 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. | 
Harmsworth,R.L.(Caithn’ss-sh | 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire, N. E. 
Havorth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham' 
Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W. | 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinsor 
Horniman, Emslie Johu 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 





Acland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlex.F. | 
Anson, Sir William Reyn>l } 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armitage, R. 

Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Ashley, W. W. | 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt, Hn.SirH. | 


{24 Aprin 1907} 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | 


| Macpherson, J. 'T. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon.§Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 


| Manfieli, Harry (Northants) 


Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael} 

Menzies, Walter 


| Micklem, Nathaniel 

| Molteno, Perey Alport 
| Money, L. G. Chiozza 
| Mooney, J. J. 


Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 


| Murphy, John 


Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Hare, Patrick 

0’ Kelly, James(Roscommon.N. 
0’ Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron, Walden) 
Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 








Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A. Rolland 


| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’h 





Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 


NOES. 


Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHnA.J. (City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beach,Hn. Michael HughHicks 
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Richardson, A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann,SirC.E. (Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzi> 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitfe) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Watt, Henry A. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien and Captain 
Donelan. 


Beauchamp, E. 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brooke, Stopford 
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Butcher, Samuel Henry 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Clark,George Smith (Belfast, N. 
Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J.( Birminghm 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cory, Clifford John 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 


Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) | 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Faber, Capt. W.V. (Hants, W.) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 


Main Question .gain proposed. 


And, it being after Eleven ot the clock, 








{COMMONS} 


Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey,F. W. F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col.W 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Lamont, Norman 

Fane- Fox, G. R. 

Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW . 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. . 
Napier, T. B. 

Nicholson, W. G. (Peterstield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Ear] 

Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, Jn. Frederick Peel 
Renton, Major Leslie 
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Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Eeclesall) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sheffield,SirBerkeleyGeorge D. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Stafi’sh. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, 113) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


Whitbread, Howard 


Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Lonsdale and Mr. Hugh 
Barrie. 


IRISH TOBACCO BIL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 





Mr. SpEAKER proceeded to interrupt the 


Business. 


Whereupon Mr. JoHN iteDMOND rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 


the Question be now put.” 


Question, “ That the Question be now 


put,” put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put accordingly, and 


agreed to. 


Resolved, “That the position oi Vice- 
President of the Board of Agriculture in 
Ireland was intended by Parliament to be, 
and in fact is,a Ministerial and Parlia- 
mentary office, properly vacated upon a 
change of Government, and that the 
retention of that office by a political 
opponent of the Government of the day 
is undesirable as a permanent arrange- 
ment.”—(Mr. Murphy.) 





mittee), considered ; to be read the third 


time to-morrow. 


TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 
[EXPENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment out of money voted by 
Parliament for Army services of necessary 
expenditure incurred by associations in 
pursuance of any Act of the present 
session to provide for the re-organisation 
of His Majesty’s military forces, and for 
that purpose to authorise the establish- 
ment of county associations and the 
raising and maintenance of a Territorial 
Force and to amend the Acts relating to 
the Reserve Forces (King’s 
mendation signified), To-morrow.—( Mr. 
| Whiteley.) 


Recom- 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
| after Eleven o’clock, 
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Lucas Peerage.—Report from the Com- 
mittee for Privileges made, and agreed 
to. 


Wentworth Canning Blackett, Baron 
Allendale.—Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced by virtue of a Patent, dated 
the 20th day of July, 1906, his father 
the first Baron, who was created by such 
Patent, never having taken his seat. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southend Water Bill [x.1.].—Reported | 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 


ments. 


Electric Supply Corporation Bill [x.1.]. 
—Read 24, and committed. 


Midland Railway Bill [n.u.]; York 
(Micklegate Stravs) Bill [H.t.]; Sheffield 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]; City of London 
(Union of Parishes) Bill [#.1.]; Cavehill 
and Whitewell Tramways Bill [x.1.]; 
Aberdeen Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Broad- 
stairs and St. Peter’s Urban District 
Water Bill [H.L.].—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the follow- 
ing Lords be proposed to the House to 


form the Select Committee for the con- 


sideration of the said Bills; viz. :— 


L. Howard De Walden, 
L. Sinclair, 

L. Clements (2. Leitrim), 
L. Seaton, 

L. Ludlow (Chairman) ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
The Committee to meet 
on Thursday next, at eleven o'clock ; 
and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lan- 
cashire Water Board Bill [a.L.]; Ocean 
Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill 
fu.t.]; Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge 
and Dukinfield (District) Waterworks 
[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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Bill [#.1.]; Colne Valley Water Bill 
|[H.L.]; Coventry Corporation Water 
| Bill [4.L.].—Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Earl of Devon be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Lord Biddulph ; read 


and agreed to. 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges 
ete.) Bill; Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill.—Report from the 

' Committee of Selection, That the follow- 
ing Lords be proposed to the House to 
| form the Select Committee to join with 
| the Select Committee of the House of 
| Commons on the said Bills; viz. :— 

M. Winchester, 

E. Manvers, 

V. Cross, 

L. Aberdare, 

L. Leith of Fyvie ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : Ordered that such Com- 
mittee have power to agree with the 
| Committee of the House of Commons in 
the appointment of a Chairman. Then a 
message was ordered to be sent to the 
House of Commons in answer to their 
message of the 26th of March last, to 
|inform them of the appointment of the 
| said Committee by this House, and to 
propose that the Joint Committee do 
meet in Committee Room A. on Thursday 
next at three o'clock. 





Local Government Provisional Orders 
|(No. 1) Bill—Read 2 (according to 
order), and committed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EGYPT No. 3. (1907). 
Despatch from the Earl of Cromer 
respecting proposals of the Egyptian 
General Assembly. 


AFRICA No. 1. (1907). 
Correspondence respecting the Inde- 
pendent State of the Congo. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
No. 3768. 


Annual Series: 
(Rome.) 


Miscellaneous Series : No. 659. (Danish 
system of Taxation.) 


G 


Italy 
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IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT ACT, 
1903. 


Phosphorus 


Report of the Lord-Lieutenant of all 
his proceedings under the Act, for the 
financial year ended 31st March, 1907, 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Reports of His Majesty’s inspectors of 
constabulary, for the year ended 29th 
September 1906: Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), 
on the Table. 





PHOSPHORUS POISONING. 


{LORDS} 
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And from this point of view the ques- 
tion has an interest outside any one 
factory, and even outside the limits of this 
country as a whole, because it deals 
with a matter which has now become 
one of international concern. During 
recent years a number of conferences 
have been held from time to time in some 
central Continental town by the repre- 
sentatives of the leading European States 
for the purpose of discussing industrial 
questions and in the hope of arriving at 
some common action for the improve- 


Poisoning. 


and ordered to lie | ment of the conditions of labour gener- 
| ally. 


At these conferences the regu- 


lation of certain well-known dangerous 


trades has been much discussed, and with 
| regard to the use of white or yellow phos- 


*Tue Ear. or LYTTON rose to cal] | Phorus, considerable progress has been 


attention to the death from 
recently reported at Messrs. Morelands, 
and to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether, in view of the fact that phos- 
phorus poisoning cannot be prevented 
by the special regulations at present in 
force, they will reconsider their attitude 
towards the Convention of Berne  pro- 
hibiting the use of yellow phosphorus. 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, I 
realise that your Lordships are all wait- 
ing to listen to the discussion which will 
take place on the Motion of the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the Opposition, 
and I shall only stand for a few minutes 
between him and the House. Shortly 
before the Easter adjournment a number 
of Questions were addressed to the Home 
Secretary in the House of Commons 
concerning the death from necrosis 
which occurred at Messrs. Moreland’s 
match factory in January of this year. 
In addition to the Answers of the Home 


Secretary to those Questions a very full | 


and interesting report has been pub- 
lished, written “by Mr. Cunynghame and 
Mr. Whitelegge, which gives full in- 
formation on the subject of this par- 
ticular case. Therefore it is not with 
the object of obtaining more information 
about this case that I raise the question 
again, but rather with the object of 
drawing attention to the wider issues 
which it involves, and of trying to elicit 
from His Majesty’s Government some 
statement as to their general attitude 
towards this particular dangerous process. 


necrosis | 





| 





made towards some common agreement 
between the various States. 


I ought, perhaps, to explain — that 
white or yellow phosphorus, which is a 
very dangerous and poisonous article, is 
only used in the manufacture of what are 
known as “strike anywhere” matches. 
It is not used in the manufacture of 
matches which strike on the box. Nor 
is it absolutely essential in the manu- 
facture of the other kind of matches. 
In fact, other harmless alternative 
processes have been invented and are 
in actual use at the present day; and 
as an instance that it is possible to do 
without this process I need only mention 


| that in one of the leading and _ best 


known match manufactories in this 
country, that of Messrs. Bryant and May, 
means have been found of making every 
class of match which the public require 
without using any white phosphorus 
at all. That it is not only possible in 
the case of a particular firm, but that 
it is possible for the whole country to do 
without this commodity is proved by 
the action of six European States, who 
signed a Convention in September of 
last year by which they prohibited its 
use in their territories. That Conven- 
tion was signed by France, Germany, 


| Italy, Holland, Denmark and Switzer- 


land. Each of these six States has 
signed a treaty whereby they prohibit 
in their territories the manufacture, use. 
or importation of matches made with 
phosphorus, and it is the attitude of this 
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country towards that Convention to 


which I wish to call the attention of | 


your Lordships this afternoon. 


Great Britain has declared its willing- 
ness to join with the other countries 
and sign this treaty only on condition 
that every other country which exports 
these matches does the same, and 
when that qualified promise was given 
it was perfectly well known that the 


qualification could not be carried out by | 


reason of the fact that amongst the 
nations whose adherence would be re- 
quired was the United States of America, 
and that the United States Constitution 
prevents the Federal Government from 


entering into an arrangement of this | 
kind which is binding on the different | 
Therefore the promise which | 
the Government made does not amount | 


States. 


to very much. Reasons have been put 
forward by the Home Office for their 


refusal to enter into this treaty, and the | 


reasons are that as an alternative to 
prohibition we have in force in this 


country a very strict code of regulations, | 


which it is held diminishes to a large 
extent the 
poisoning. These regulations are ex- 
cellent so far as they go, but the fact 
remains—and the fact has been proved 
again by this death which has recently 
taken place—that these regulations are 
not sufficient to prevent phosphorus 
poisoning altogether. 


Five cases of phosphorus poisoning 
have occurred since these regulations 


came into force, and in Mr. Cunynghame’s | 


report we are led to believe that more 
cases will very likely occur in the future. 
I have no wish to exaggerate the facts 
of the case. Five deaths may not be 
very many in five years. It is not the 
object of my argument to prove that 
deaths from phosphorus poisoning are 
frequent. At the same time it will be 
admitted, I imagine, that every human 
life is worth saving if it be possible, and 
here is an opportunity which, if the 
Government chose to make use of it, 
would enable them to stamp out this 
disease altogether in this country. That 
there are difficulties in the way is obvious. 
Changes of this sort are not made without 
some sacrifices and some expenses. The 
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possibility of phosphorus | 
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difficulties have been pointed out in a 
Memorandum issued by the Under-Secre- 
tarv of the Home Office, who was our 
representative at the Conference of Berne. 
But, if there are some obstacles in the 
way, all the greater credit belongs to 
those countries which play the part of 
pioneers and successfully overcome them. 


} 


It has been pointed out in this Hom» 
Office Memorandum that greater work 
would probably devolve upon the Customs 
officials, who would be required to 
carry out any measure of prohibition, 
but I think we may set against any 
additional work to that Government 
| Department a diminution of labour to 
the Home Office, who have at present 
to see that these very strict regulations 
are carried out. Then it has been sug- 
gested that there might be, as a result 
of any measure of prohibition, some 
increase in the price of matches. Cheap- 
ness in all things is desirable as a genera! 
rule, but I imagine that your Lordship; 
will agree that even cheap matches may 
be bought too dearly if they are bought 
| at the price of human lives. 


Other objections have been stated 
in the Memorandum, some of which 
I cannot help thinking are a littl> 
| far fetched. For instance, the Under- 
‘Secretary states that if Parliament 

were to carry a measure prohibiting the 

| use of these articles, it would necessitate 
| the postponement of other useful measures 
|of social reform which the Government 
‘have in contemplation. We all know 
well that the programme of the Govern- 
| ment is a very full one, and we may 
| assume that the measures which they are 
going to pass will be of a_ beneficial 
| character. One of such measures we 
| shall be discussing in a very few minutes. 
| But, my Lords, when they have succeeded 
|in satisfying the religious scruples 
| of one section of their followers and the 
land hunger of another section, wher 
| they have reorganised the Army ani 
| brought good government and peace to 
Ireland, is it extravagant to hope that 
| a measure for the protection of human 
| life may find a place among their mine r 
| efforts ? 


| In all seriousness, my Lords, if the 
‘difficulties in the way of carrying a 


G2 
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measure of this sort and if the objections 
to it were many times greater than they 
are made out to be in this Memorandum, 
they are still objections which other 
countries have had to meet ; and what 
the Government have to show is not 
that difficulties exist, but wherein our 
difficulties are greater than those of other 
countries, and why we are not in a position 
to do whit other countries have done. 
When once the stage of international 
co-operation has been reached it is im- 
possible for one country to stand abso- 
lutely by itself and look upon any 
question from its own point of view 
alone. This is just one of those questions 
where the moral responsibility is out of 
all proportion to any consideration of 
mere economic or administrative concern, 


I submit to your Lordships that it is 
« little selfish, a little un-chivalrous, for 
usii Great Britain to say that because 
we do not largely use this commodity in 
our country, because we have a very 
admirable system of regulations in force, 
we are not going to help other nations 
in the efforts which they are making to 
get this dangerous disease stamped out ; 
and it is not very heroic for a country 
which is proud of its industrial position 
and for a Government which claims 
to have the interests of the working 
classes more especially at heart, to 
return this answer to the other nations, 
“What you propose is very good; 
we have no objection to make to it; 
it is admirable in principle and we 
will leave you to settle the matter among 
yourselves, and when you have all 
agreed on common action we will come in 
and join you. We will be the very last 
country to put our signature to the 
agreement.” If this country is to take 
part in these Conferences at all it would 
surely be better for the Government 
to send its representatives to them in 
rather a different spirit from that which 
has animated them in the past. I wish 
[ could hope that they might take some 
pride in being in the van rather than in 
the rear of any movement, and that 
they would seek for this country the 
position of a leader of European thought 
rither than that of a tardy follower, and 
that we might become willing initiators 
rather than reluctant imitators of other 
countries. Surely such a role as that 


The Earl of Lytton. 
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which I have suggested would be more in 
keeping with the dignity of this country, 
more worthy of its traditions and its in- 
dustrial position, and more helpful to the 
cause of industrial progress. It is with 
the object of eliciting from His Majesty’s 
Government some statement of the 
reasons why, when this opportunity has 
been afforded to them of co-operation 
with other countries, they have withheld 
the'r support that I have raised this 
question, and I would most respect- 
fully ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they will not reconsider the 
reasons which have led them to refuse 
up to the present moment to sign the 
Convention of Berne. 


*EarL BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, the 
answer I have to give to the noble Ear! is 
one which he probably anticipates. It is 
that His Majesty’s Government adhere 
generally to the Memorandum to which 
reference has already been made by the 
noble Earl. The position is really a 
perfectly simple one. When in 1900 
there was a great deal of public discussion 
on this question the Secretary of State 
might then have prohibited the use of 
phosphorus in this country, but as an 
alternative special rules were made, and 
we are now able, after the lapse of these 
vears, to see what has been the result of 
those rules. The noble Earl will see in a 
Report to which he did not, I think, refer 
—the Memorandum on the International 
Conference on Labour Regulations at 
Berne — statistics with regard to the 
number of cases of necrosis which have 
occurred since the special rules came into 
force, and I think they go far to show 
that the rules which were made by the 
Secretary of State at the time have hada 
very satisfactory result. 

There have been only five cases of 
necrosis in the first five years, of which 
three were mild, and in three cases 
the persons recovered and found other 
employment. The other two cases were 
fatal, but these occurred in the year 1905. 
There were no cases in 1906, and there 
has only been this single case since. 
Necrosis, experts say, is not a disease 
which, once caught, immediately appears. 
It has a long period during which it Jurks 
in the system, and it only makes its 





184 


re in 
ntry, 
$ In- 
» the 
with 
sty’s 
the 
has 
tion 
held 
this 
ect- 
ent 
the 
‘use 
the 


the 
1 is 
t is 
ere 
ich 
the 

a 
100) 
on 
ite 
of 
an 
nd 
se 
of 
a 
“ei 
al 
at 
he 
ve 
to 
Ww 
1e 





185 The Prime Minister 


appearance subsequently. The man who 
died this year worked for twelve years 
prior to 1900 in a match factory in Ire- 
land. That was before the new rules 
were made. Then in 1900 he came to the 
factorv in question in Gloucester, and in 
1902, owing to a trivial accident amputa- 
tion became necessary. I would point to 
the probable, if not the practical, cer- 
tainty that the disease was contracted 
before the new regulations came into 
practice, and therefore it would not be 
fiir to ascribe this case as being in any 
way due to the failure of the present 
regulations. 


His Majesty’s Government are, there- 
fore, of opinion that the alternative which 
the Home Secretary took in 1900 of 
making specia] rules has been successful, 
and, in these circumstances, they propose 
to adhere to the position. I might, per- 
haps, say that in this matter they are 
following the example of Sweden, Spain, 
Portugal, Belgium, and Austria-Hungary, 
which were represented at the Berne Con- 
ference as well as of Norway and Japan, 
which were not so represented. The Home 
Secretary has in contemplation other 
amendments, specially designed to meet 
such a case as the one which has just 
occurred, with regard to dental examina- 
tion. He will see that special arrange- 
ments are made for inquiry and report 
from experts in the matter of dental 
examination ; and it is also the intention 
of the Secretary of State to make a rule to 
prevent tobacco chewing, which has an 
especially bad effect upon those who 
work in these factories. In these circum- 
stances, I cannot help thinking that the 
action of His Maiesty’s Government 
in adhering to the course which has been 
taken is quite justified. 


THE PRIME MINISTER AND SMALL 
HOLDINGS. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE rose 
to call attention to the speech delivered 
on the 20th of April by the Prime 
Minister at the Holborn Restaurant, 
in reference to the question of small 
holdings, and particularly to the follow- 
ing passage— 

“ T notice further that from one district after 
another, as official Returns show, the demand 
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for land tor the purposes of use and labour is met 
by blank denial.” 


And— 


“* There is a whole mass of official testimony 
to show that a strong demand for this type of 
holding exists in many parts of the country, 
and if only this demand could be satisfied, the 
young men and the best men in the villages. 
instead of setting their faces in despair towards 
the town, would be glad to remain at home. 
We hear of this unsatisfied land hunger very 
largely in the East of England, we hear of it in 
the Midlands, we hear of it in the Southern 
Counties.” 


And to ask whether the “ official Re- 
turns” and the “ mass of official testi- 
mony ” mentioned by the Prime Minister 
have already been laid before Parlia- 
ment ; and to move for Papers. 


The noble Marquess said: My Lords, 
I should like to explain, if I may, at the 
outset, that when I put this notice on 
the Paper I did not do so with any idea 
of provoking this evening a general dis- 
cussion upon the question of small 
holdings or ruraldepopulation. Your Lord- 
ships would have been entitled to much 
longer notice if there had been any question 
of such a discussion. But it did seem to 
me that as this question is apparently to 
be given very great prominence in the 
near future, as we are told that it isto be 
the subject of what is described as a 
* crusade,” it would be for the public ad- 
vantage that we should endeavour as far 
as possible to obtain all the available in- 
formation in regard to the basis of solid 
fact on which legislation of this kind will 
no doubt proceed. We ought to know, I 
think, all that can be ascertained with 
regard to the extent of the demand for 
small holdings, with regard to the extent 
to which that demand has been frustrated, 
and with regard to the causes which have 
led to any disappointment which has 
been experienced. I hope this evening 
we may obtain, at any rate, some con- 
tribution towards the knowledge which 
we desire. 


I trust, however, that your Lord 
ships will not think me presumptuous 
if, before I go further, I say one 
word with regard to what I ‘con- 
ceive to be attitude of the land-owning 
class, which is so numerously represented 
in this House, towards this great question. 
I am under the impression that there is 
a widespread, if not general, agreement 
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among that class to the effect that the 
policy of consolidating holdings which 
prevailed for so many years was a mis- 
taken policy, and that we are glad to 
know, on the authority of a Parliamentary 
Committee, that for some years past that 
policy has ceased to prevail, and that 
people are content with holdings of a 
reasonable dimension. Most of us, I 
think, would be inclined to go further, 
and to say that the ideal system would be 
one, not of large holdings or small hold- 
ings, but a system in which holdings would 
be graduated in size, so as to give an 
ample opportunity to deserving men to 
rise from the ranks and gradually acquire 
a larger and larger stake in the agricul- 
tural enterprise of the country. 


If we come to the political aspect 
of the question, I think we should all 
of us say that the agricultural system 
of this country would be founded on a 
much sounder basis if means could be 
ciscovered for largely increasing the num- 
ber of persons interested in the soil. I, 
therefore, venture to predict that most 
of us as politicians and public men 
will be found desirous of removing every 
impediment in the way of the adoption of 
such a policy as I have described, and 
that as individuals and landowners we 
shall be ready to give all reasonable 
facilities for the adoption of sucha policy. 
I should like to look forward to a move- 
ment in favour of a policy of that kind, 
tending surely, if slowly, to bring back 
more and more people to the soil; 
and having the support of the three 
great classes in the agricultural com- 
munity and of the two great political 
Parties in the State. 


It is because an ideal of that kind 
is present to my mind that I read with 
much regret the speech delivered by 
the Prime Minister on Saturday last, 
to which I am about to call attention. 
That speech appeared to me to be 
needlessly provocative in tone. It 
seemed to me to suggest very erroneous 
ideas—ideas calculated not to advance, 
but to retard the kind of settlement 
which we all desire. It was a speech 
remarkable, not only for what it con- 
tained, but for what it omitted. It was 
an essay upon rural depopulation, but 
it altogether failed to explain that 
rural depopulation has been due, not to 
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| one cause, but to the combination of a 
| great many cases. It is true that early 
| in the speech there was one short sentence 
‘in which the speaker admitted that the 
|advent of free trade and the extension 
of facilities for the rapid transportation 
‘of goods had very profoundly affected 
‘the agriculture of these islands. But 
'there was no attempt to describe the 
‘extent to which foreign competition, 
|higher taxation, and such other like 
/causes had depressed the position of 
cultivators of the soil in these islands. 


Again, I find nothing in the speech 
| calculated to bring home to the audience 
‘the enormous difficulty and expense 
|attending any attempt to adapt the 
farms of this country to an entirely 
new kind of distribution amongst cul- 
tivators. I find no reference to the 
extreme difficulty of selecting men com- 
petent to undertake this detailed cultiva- 
‘tion of the land. Nor, again, was there 
_ any indication that the speaker was aware 
that it is only in certain parts of the 
country, and where there are certain 
conditions of soil and climate, that 
petite culture can be resorted to with 
advantage. Nothing, again, was said 
of the risk of failure where the experi- 
ment was tried under unpropitious con- 
ditions, or of the costly results of such 
failure—and costly it must be either 
to the cultivators themselves, or to 
the taxpayers, or to the ratepayers, or 
to whoever it is who finds the sinews of 
war for the attempt. 


Nor, again, did the Prime Minister 
touch upon what has always seemed 
to me one of the most interesting and 
suggestive features of the case—I mean 
the effect upon the young people of 
this country of the kind of education 
which they obtain in our village schools, 
an education which, I believe, does very 
little indeed to fit them for the profession 
of agriculture. All those points were 
slurred over, and prominence was given 
to one cause and to one cause alone—I 
mean the alleged reluctance of the land- 
owning class to give facilities for the 
experiments. My Lords, that was, 
if I may use the expression, the 
leit motif which ran through the whole 
performance—the selfish refusal of the 
owners of the soil—because that was again 





and again accentuated—the selfish refusal 





ot git wi a — a ae 


me eit et sa eed 


— - 


188 


f a 
tly 
nee 
the 
ion 
ion 
ted 
Sut 
che 
on, 
ke 


of 


ch 


he 





189 The Prime Minister 


of the owners of the soil to give facilities 
for any new departure in this direction. 


If that was not the purport of the 
speech, then, I say, what was the meaning 
of that remarkable passage in which the 
speaker dwelt upon the dislike of the 
squire to see such common things as 
cabbages and pigs and unseemly out- 
houses? That was the description— 
that the squire and his friends “in society” 
found something displeasing in the 
appearance of those familiar objects, 
and that it was because those familiar 
obects were displeasing that this denial 
took place. Or what, again, was the 
meaning of the passage containing the 
reference to the increase in the number 
of gamekeepers, and to the time wasted 
in discussions as to the hares and 
pheasants of the landlords? What are 
we to think when we find passages of that 
kind placed in close juxtaposition with 
references to derelict farms and deserted 
villages ? Is not the suggestion that 
the farms are derelict and the villages 
deserted because those selfish con- 
siderations have prevailed with 
the landowners of the country ? 
Then, last of all, there comes this 
remarkable assertion, that the peasantry 
of England migrate to the towns because, 
while they remain in their villages, they 
cannot call their souls theirown. I should 
should like to hear that statement re- 
peated to an audience of sturdy villagers in 
the part of England which I know 
best. 


I complain of all this becaues it 
seems to me quite needlessly to import 
prejudice into the consideration of 
a great public matter. These statements 
may be useful for political leaflets, to be 
scattered before an ignorant audience 
at the time of a general election; they 
may serve their purpose for those who 
wish to make an attack upon your Lord- 
ships’ House ; but, with all respect, I say 
they are unworthy of the great position 
held by the man who made use of them, 
and they are not calculated to bring about 


that co-operation towards a common | 


object which I, for one, desire to see so 
much. 


These statements are, of course. 
general statements, and, therefore, not 
very easy to deal with. I cannot come 
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|here and prove to your Lordships— 

although I can go very near it—that the 
squire in many parts of England is never 
better pleased than when he sees a great 
number of the humble animals, to which 
the Prime Minister referred, in the farm- 
yards of his tenants. But there did come 
a point when the Prime Minister was 
precise. It is to that part of his speech 
that I desire particularly to call attention. 
The Prime Minister told his audience 
that there was a great mass of official 
testimony to show that a strong demand 
for this type of holding exists in many 
parts of the country, and that, if only 
this demand could be satisfied, the young 
men and the best men in the villages, 
instead of setting their faces in despair 
towards the towns, would be glad to re- 
main at home: and he also said that 
he noticed that from one district after 
another, as official returns showed, the 
demand for land for the purposes of use 
and labour is met—I call your Lordship’s 
attention to the expression—by a blank 
denial. 


Now, I am anxious, and I think many 
of your Lordships must be anxious to see, 
these official returns. I want to know 
where and to what extent these requests 
for land have been met by a blank denial 
on the part of those who were in a position 
to meet them. Let me say that, if this 
mass of official testimony is not produced 
and laid upon this Table, we shall take 
leave to disbelieve altogether in its 
existence. I understand that my noble 
friend the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture will follow me, and I am quite sure 
he will give mea courteous and consider- 
ate answer, but I should like to warn 
him that there are one or two kinds of 
answer which he might possibly give 
which would not satisfy me. I shall not 
be satisfied if the noble Earl tells me 
that one or two, perhaps anonymous, 
landlords have behaved unreasonably in 
the matter of small holdings. It is quite 
possible; although, if there are such 
cases, I should like to hear the other 
side and to give the person accused an 
opportunity of giving an account of his 
conduct. But I shall not be content 
with the production of what, I think, the 
Prime Minister called, upon another 
occasion, samples of this kind of mis- 
} conduct, I shall be very suspicious of 
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samples; I do not think they are always 


quite fairly chosen out of the heap. And 
I want to know a little more about 


the size of the heap and the contents of it. 


Then, again, I shall not be content 
if the noble Earl tells me that difficulties 
have been encountered on some occasions 
with farmers. The farmers are men of 
business, and they naturally are not al- 
ways very favourable to the idea of 
seeing their holdings parcelled out and 
distributed to other people; and it is 
quite likely that the farmers in some 
cases have been found tenacious of that 
which is their own. Then, again, it will 
not content me to be told that the local 
bodies, the county councils, for example, 
have been rather slow in moving. The 
county councils have got to think of the 
ratepavers and the ratepayers’ money, 
and, if they are prudent, they will not be 
in too great a hurry to plunge into these 
experiments at the cost of the ratepayers. 
These answers I shall not be content with, 
because the charge of the Prime Minister 
—and I defy anyone to contradict me— 
is levelled, not at individual landlords, 
not at farmers nor at the local authorities, 
but at the landowners as a class. 


I shall be very much surprised if, after 
all, this great mass of official testimony 
proves to be quite so convinciny as we are 
led to expect, and I will tell your Lord- 
ships why. I have paid some attention 
to the Returns which have been laid upon 
this subject, and I find in those, no doubt, 


indications of the difficulty of carrving out | 


at a great pace far-reaching experiments 
of this kind, but I do not find in them 
anything suggestive of the kind of organ- 
ized refusal amongst the landlords which 
has been suggested in the Prime Minister’s 
speech. But there is another document 
—a document of very great value—which 
has lately been placed in our hands, I 
mean the Report of the Committee ap- 
pointed by my noble friend Lord Onslow 
when he was President of the Board of 
Agriculture. I commend that Report 
to the attention of those of your Lordships 
who have not already read it. Let me say 
that I do not agree with the whole of the 
recommendations of that Committee. 
But the value of the Report lies in this: 
that it is the testimony of men who knew 
their subject thoroughly, and who had 
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done their best to collect evidence as | 
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to mattere of fact from all parts of the 
country and from many different classes 
of people. This Report is entirely sympa- 
pathetic to the policy of small holdings, 
but it is fair and judicial in tone, and well 
worth careful reading. 


In that Report I do not fnd any 
reference to a universal demand for 
small holdings. What Ido find in it is 
that there is a local demand, a sporadic 
demand, varying very much according 
to the circumstances and conditions of 
the neighbourhood. I find in it that 
there are many conditions—conditions 
which are not to be found everywhere— 
in the absence of which the experiment 
is predestined to failure. I find that, 
even where the circumstances are favour- 
able, the operation must necessarily be 
a very costly one, and I find it stated 
that one of the greatest difficulties 
attending that experiment—perhaps the 
greatest of all—lies in the selection of 
suitable individuals, and for this reason— 
I am quoting the words of the Report 
that 

* Men who have failed in every other walk of 
life think that any man can make money out of 
the land.” 


and Small Holdings. 


Now, I believe that is a very widespread 
fallacy ; it is one against which we have 
to guard ourselves very carefully. I 
await the production of this official 
evidence, and I shall be very much 
surprised if it does not confirm my view. 


But perhaps before I leave the subject 
I may be allowed to say one word upon 
another branch of it. I think we have a 
right to demand these official papers, but 
I am going to ask the noble Earl, rather 
by way of a favour, whether he will not 
add to that something which a great many 
of us would like to have—that is, an 
authoritative and complete statement 
of the experiments which he has himself 
carried out in order to introduce a system 
of small holdings. The role of the noble 
Earl is a somewhat remarkable one in 
these controversies. In the old-fashioned 
missionary meetings, it was usual, I be- 
lieve, to produce a black man, who was 
exhibited as a member of a dangerous 
tribe, a tribe addicted to strange meats 
and evil practices of all sorts, and he was 
exhibited as a specimen of the successful 
results of the missionary’s work,{clad in 
broadcloth and satisfied with beef steaks. 
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My noble friend is invariably exhibited | 
as a specimen—perhaps the single speci- | 
men—of a regenerated landlord. He is | 
described, as the Prime Minister described 
him the other evening, as being for- | 
tunate in that he owns estates which | 
are * perfect hives of industry and 
prosperity.” Tam almost tempted to say 
that there is one phenomenon which we 
usually connect with hives, and which 
has been apparent in connection with | 
the estates of the noble Lord—there has 
been a good deal of buzzing about them. 
I can assure my noble friend that I say 
these things in no cynical spirit, because I 
really believe that our admiration is due 
to him for having exerted himself, as | 
probably very few people have, to solve 
this problem. He is an enthusiast. I am 
one of those who admire enthusiasts. I 
do not think we have nearly enough of 
them, and I lay my tribute of admira- | 
tion at the feet of the noble Earl. 


But I want him to tell us how it is 
one. We are told he is the one person | 
who has solved the problem. Now, 
what is the problem? It is that 4 
equipping what is described as an un- 
economic holding without any loss to | 
the public purse. That is a pretty con- | 
siderable problem, and, if the noble Earl | 
can tell us how he has solved it, we shall | 
one and all feel that we owe him a debt | 
of gratitude. There is something to | 
be found about the noble Earl’s experi- | 
ments in the Report of Lord Onslow’s 
Committee, and I draw some rather 
interesting conclusions from it. If your 
Lordships will look at page 20 you will 
find that the noble Earl’s experiences 
were of a rather varied character. In 
the case of one or, I think, two estates 
he was able to divest himself entirely 
of his acres by selling them to the Holland 
County Council in Lincolnshire and the 
South Lincolnshire Small Holdings As- 
sociation, and the Report goes on to 
say— 

“This association occupies the position of a 
substantial tenant and eliminates those risks 
which often make landlords unwilling to let 
land to labouring men and others.” 

The noble Earl was in clover there, be- 
cause the risk was eliminated. Then 
there was another estate in which 
the experiment seems to have succeeded. 
It was in the neighbourhood of Spalding, 
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and it took place upon land exceptionally 
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well adapted for growing early vegetables 
peas, potatoes, etc., and, to a small 
extent, spring flowers and bulbs. We 
cannot all run to spring flowers and 
bulbs. We should be delighted if we 
could, but I fear it is impossible. There 
was yet another estate in the neighbour- 
| hood of Flackwell Heath. There the 
rent has not been punctually paid, 
though the tenants manage to make a 
living. That is not putting it very high. 
And in yet another portion of the noble 
Earl’s possessions where he endeavoured 
to establish small holdings it is reported 
that the experiment failed, and that 
the seven small holdings created have 
been absorbed by one man. I assume 
that there were cases in which the ex- 
periment succeeded entirely, but it is 
quite clear from the quotations I have 


| given to the House that the noble Earl 


is not able, by merely raising his finger, 
| to solve the difficulties which so many 
people have been wholly unable to 
surmount. 


I must add vet one other thing. The 
noble Earl is in a particularly favourable 
pi sition to give the House information, 
because last year, under a little Act of 
Parliament which, I daresay, passed 
through this House without very much 
| notice,he became an ex officio Commissioner 
of Woods and Forests. He is the adlatus 
of the Commissioners appointed under the 
Act of 1851, andhe is, I presume, at this 
moment harnessed between the two 
steady-going officials who now preside 
over the affairs of that office. That gives 
the noble Earl 71,000 acres 





THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Earl CArrineTton) : 
Sixty-two thousand. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
beg pardon, 62,000 acres upon which to 
try experiments, and we are informed by 
the Prime Minister that he has begun to 
try them already. That will be most 
interesting, and I hope the noble Earl 
will tell us how he is getting on with the 
Crown estates. We shall have to keep a 
weather-eye upon him, because, if he 
does not administer the Crown estates 
with proper prudence and diligence the 
taxpayers of the country will have some- 
thing to say about it. 
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I apologise to the House for having 
spoken so long, and I would end with only 
one observation of a quite general character. 
It is this. In my view we should never 
lose sight of the fact that agriculture isa 
business, and that it must be carried on on 
businesslike lines. If in agriculture, or 
in any other business, you are going to 
strike out upon an entirely new venture, 
you ought to have a clear idea of where 
you are going, why you are going there, 
and how vou mean to get there; and I 
do trust that His Majesty’s Government 
will not lose sight of that consideration. 
But I rejoice that they are able to approach 
the problem in a hopeful, or even in a 
sanguine, spirit ; do not. however, let them 
suppose that by a wave of a magician’s 
wand, by any legislation, however coura- 
geous, they will be able suddenly to bring 
back to the villages people who have left 
the villages for the towns, or that they 
will be able, at any rate not without 
something like a revolution and without 
creating great hardship and injustice, 
suddenly to cut up farms tenanted by 
hard-working and industrious men into 
Scottish crofts or English market gardens. 
I do, on the other hand, believe that 
something can be done, and most of us 
will be very glad indeed if we can help 
to do it. But let me say this—it is my 
last word. If you wish us to help, there 
is a right and a wrong way of setting 
to work, and the speech to which I have 
ventured to call attention this evening 
appears to me to be an example of the 
wrong way of setting to work. 


Eari. CARRINGTON: My Lords, the 
noble Marquess has put his Question down 
on the Paper, and the first word he used in 
his most interesting, and, as far as I was 
concerned, and I have to thank him for 
it, most kindly and complimentary 
speech was a request for information as 
to solid fact. I should like to put myself 
in the hands of the House as regards the 
solid fact, because I do not know whether 
noble Lords have seen the Parliamentary 
Papers which were published this morning 
and which contain the Answer of the 
Prime Minister to the Question on this 
subject he was asked in the House of 
Commons on the 24th.f The official Re- 
turns to which Mr. Lane-Fox referred 





+ See (4) Debates, clxxiii., 10. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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are set out inthat Answer. They extend 
over three pages, and I am afraid I should 
weary the patience of the House if I read 
through all those official documents, 
which are Reports which have been laid 
on the Table of the House of Commons at 
various times, and all of them, I think, 
with one exception, during the time that 
the Unionist and Conservative Govern- 
ment was in power. 


But before proceeding to deal with 
them, I should like to call attention to 
two or three remarks which preceded 
the noble Marquess’s Question. He alluded 
to the attitude of the landowning class: 
and I am sure all my friends on this side 
of the House will have been delighted 
to hear him say that they considered the 
consolidation policy of past years a 
mistake. He then adumbrated an ideal 
system of graduating the size of farms. 
That, I am happy to inform the noble 
Marquess, is our object, that is our ideal. 
It is our ambition to manage, if possible, 
something of the sort, that there should 
be farms of all sizes and all descriptions 
so that a man should be able to own a 
small farm and eventually go on to a 
bigger farm; and I was very glad to 
hear from the noble Marquess that all 
facilities will be given on that side of the 
House towards the adoption of that 
policy. 


I was a little bit disappointed with the 
way in which the noble Marquess alluded 
to the speech of the Prime Minister on 
Saturday. I heard that speech, and I 


/am bound to say that I cannot see the 
/ amount of provocation which the noble 


Marquess thought fit to attribute to it. 
It is very easy to take sentences here 
and there away from their context and 
then to fling them at the unfortunate 
speaker’s head and say, ‘‘ This is pro- 
vocative,’’ and ‘‘ This ought not to have 
been said.’’ I cannot admit that, if you 
read the speech carefully, there is that 
amount of provocation in it which the 
noble Marquess tries to prove. Then the 
noble Marquess complained of the omis- 
sions from the speech. But the speech 
lasted fifty-five minutes. It was a very 
long speech, and if all the reasons for 
rural depopulation had been introduced 
by my night hon. friend we should have 
been there now. I might en passant 
say that there was one particular reason 
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which we are always told is the one 
great reason for the depopulation of our 
rural districts which the noble Marquess, 
inadvertently, I am sure, omitted to 
mention. That was the cause of free 
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trade, and if we had had a discussion on | 
the cause of free trade I do not know | 


when the speech of my right hon. friend | 


would have ended. But my right hon. 


friend stuck to one point, and he was | 


perfectly right in doing so, one point on 
which we are all agreed, that there is 
great difficulty in getting land for small 
holdings throughout England. 


The noble Marquess said that he was | 


very suspicious of what he calls samples. 
So am IJ, and I thank him for the wording 
of his question ; 
himself entirely to official Returns, and 


therefore I hope I may be excused for | 


not mentioning any landowner’s name | 
or holding up any person to be gibbeted, | 
as that only makes bad blood and defeats | 
the object which we have in view. I | 


hope I shall not be accused of shirking 
this question if I do not do that. 


the county councils had been very slow. 
I think they have been uncommonly 
slow, for we have been waiting and 
waiting for the last fifteen years for them 
todosomething. Speaking from memory, 
I think that out of the 32,000,000 acres 
of agricultural land in England the 
county councils have produced the magni- 
ficent total of 809 odd acres of small 
holdings, and of these eighty acres are 
in the county of London. 
county councils cannot say that they 
have helped to solve this problem. 


The noble Marquess asked me to give 
him a complete statement of the result 
of my own experiments. I shall be very 
glad to send him some literature on the 
subject. I have two or three pamphlets 
which I will forward to the noble Mar- 
quess, and I hope he will do me the 
honour of reading them. I must say that 
in my own experience I have found allot- 
ments and small holdings to answer 
everywhere except in one district, where 
some persons who never ought to have 
had allotments were given land, and 
tried what they could do with it. The 
jand was unsuitable, and so these seven 
sportsmen gave it up asa bad job. But 
I hope the,House will believe me when 


But | 
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I say that I am the last person in the 
world to put myself on a pedestal in this 
matter. I have tried in my humble way 
to do what I could. But I deprecate 
being put forward as an example in any 
sort of way. 


When you think of what Lord Har- 


| rowby has done—he has, I think, 2,000 


acres under small holdings—and when 
you think of what landowners like the 
late Lord Tollemache have done, and 
what my friend Mr. Jesse Collings has done 


| in promoting small holdings, it must 


be admitted that the experience of these 
practical men, who approach the subject 


| in a businesslike way, sustains my conten- 


| tion that small holdings can be made to 
for there he confines | * 6s 


pay, and that they are an immense boon 
in almost every part of England. 


In the Parliamentary Papers issued 
this morning the House will see a great 
mass of official evidence, which proves 
up to the hilt every word that my right 
hon. friend said on Saturday. I will 


| refer only to one document—a letter 
the noble Marquess acknowledged that | 7 : 


addressed to me on April 15th by the 
parish council of Moulton, near Spalding. 
They are a very shrewd, hard-working 


| people there, and the allotments in that 


part of the country have been a very 
great success. Such a success have they 
been that, while in the ten years between 
1882 and 1892 the exodus from the 


| nineteen villages round Spalding was 


So that the | 


2,500, in the ten years from 1892 to 1992 
the exodus fell to 150. During the latter 
period the Lincolnshire Small Holdings 
Association was in operation, and these 


| figures show how allotments keep the 





people on the land. The letter to which 
I refer from the Moulton Parish Council 
begins as follows— 


“To the Right Hon. Earl Carrington, 

‘* President of the Board of Agriculture. 

‘“We, the undersigned, members of the 
Moulton Parish Council, assembled at the 
annual meeting, respectfully desire to draw 
your Lordship’s attention to the pressing demand 
for small holdings in this and surrounding 
parishes in South Lincolnshire. 


“Tp the past, vacant farms have usually beer 
let to progressive farmers; and small holders 
and would-be small holders have been passed by. 
As things are at present it is almost impossible 
for an industrious and capable man to hire a 
small holding except at an exorbitant rent. 
Even at such rent the holdings available are 
very few. 
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“This large parish contains about 12,000 
acres of fertile land, nearly all of which is suit- 
able for cultivation by small holders. 


“* Nearly 3,000 acres are held by three tenants 
out of a population of 2,017, living in 463 
houses; twenty tenants occupy nearly half 
the land in the parish, upwards of 5,000 acres. 


“We believe that this distribution of the 
land is typical of the parishes in South Lincoln- 
shire.” 


The writers go on to say— 

“The rents paid by existing small holders 
run to £5 per acre including the house and 
buildings. There are five small holdings in the 
parish, cultivated as ordinary agricultural land, 
rented at £4 and upwards per acre. 

“The average rent of all existing small hold- 
ings is about 33 per cent. more than the average 
rent of the larger farms. The larger farms are 
well equipped as a rule with house, cottages, and 
buildings ; the small holdings are often badly 
equipped with buildings. Several persons pay 
a separate rent for a house and buildings, and 
then hire odd fields at rentals of 50s. and 60s. per 
acre. 

“The parish council hires allotment land 
from five landowners which it has to let at 
rents varying trom £2 to 3 per acre, inclusive of 
rates. This land has no buildings of any kind 
upon it. 


“There are 151 allotment holders in the 
parish. Under existing circumstances they can 
make no progress. Several of these desire to 
become small holders. There is also a strong 
demand tor land from persons who would not 
require houses. But the experience of members 
of this council is that holdings of from 25 acres 
upwards with cottages and buildings on them are 
chiefly required. 

“There are capable men with money saved 
and friends willing to assist, ready to take and 
work such holdings; hundreds more in the 


future would come forward for such holdings if | 


only they could see a prospect of obtaining 
them. 

“ The parish council desire, if they may do so, 
to add that where the land is suitable, the 
question of buildings need be no obstacle. The 
small holder can live and afford to pay the same 
rent as paid by the larger farmer and,in addition, 
a fair interest upon any reasonable 
necessary to furnish the land with houses and 
buildings.” 

That letter was signed by the whcle 
eleven members of the parish council, 
and it states that two young men left 
the parish for Canada this week, and that 


six of the brothers cf the Chairman 
have emigrated to Canada. 
Lorp ASHBOURNE: Is it stated 


that the owners made any objection ? 
Eart CARRINGTON: Yes, that is why 

the parish council have written to me. 
Earl Carrington. 
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| Lorp ASHBOURNE : I understood it 
| was the farmers, not the owners. 


Eart CARRINGTON: The farmers 
do not own the land. I will read the 
passage again— 

“In the past, vacant farms have usually been let 
to progressive farmers ; and small holders and 
would-be small holders have been passed by.” 
| I should like to add a personal statement 
‘relating to my own experience. It con- 
cerns a farm of 800 acres, belonging to 
the Crown, in Wingland, in Lincolnshire. 
' In 1905 the tenant of this farm died, and 
| the Lincolnshire Small Holders’ Associa- 
tion, of which I am a member, applied to 
take the farm for small holdings from the 
| Commissioners of Woods and Forests. 
We were refused at once, and had not 
even the opportunity of making an offer. 
That farm was let to a young man twenty- 
| four years of age, whose father farmed 
the adjoining 400 acres, and thus the two 
farms were consolidated. That surely is 
a case of “an official blank denial,” in 
the clearest sense of the term. I do not 
think a better case could be given of what 
the Prime Minister had in his mind. 





I do not wish in any way to bring a1 
accusation or complaint against the 
Commissioners of Woods and Forests. 
They simply acted up to the rules of the 
office. As everybody knows, they are a 
most conscientious body of honourable 
men, and do their duty to the State 
'in the most perfect way. When the 
Commissioners were severely taken to 
task in a debate initiated last year by 
Lord Harrowby because they had not cut 
up some of their farms and given people a 
chance of getting small holdings, I pointed 
out very respectfully to the noble Lords 
who made those objections that this was 
hardly fair, that the Commissioners were 
probably carrying out the policy they 
were ordered to carry out, and that the 
Unionist Government had been in office 
for the last twenty years, and if they had 
had a great desire for small holdings the 
very first thing they would have done 
‘would have been to say to the Com- 
‘missioners, ‘Go into the open market 
and find out whether this which we believe 
to be a fictitious desire for small holdings, 
this great longing for the land, exists. 
and if it does it is your duty to satisfy it.” 
In my objection to any censure being 
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passed on these hon. Gentlemen I was 
backed up by the noble Marquess opposite 
who, in his own chivalrous way, defended 
them and said— 

w@ The Commissioners were instructed to 
administer the Crown Estates on the most 
economical principles, and in such a manner as 
to produc? the largest revenue that could be 
obtained from the land.” 

Early this vear the Prime Minister, 
with the consent of the Crown, gave over 
to the Board of Agriculture the manage- 
ment of 62,009 acres of agricultural land 
in England, and when the Prime Minister 
gave me over this trust he gave me most 
distinct and specific orders. He said that 
of course there was to be great economy 
in the management, and that the best 
fair-rent revenue should be derived from 
the land. But he went further than that, 
and sald that we ought out of the Crown 
linds to try and show an object lesson as 
to how small holders might be satisfac- 
forily put on the land, not in any way to 
oust farmers, or do landlords any harm, 
but for the practical benefit of the 
landlords themselves as well as_ the 
tenants. 

When in the early part of this year I 
took over the agricultural portion of the 
estates there were, practically speaking, 


only forty-four small holdings tenants | 


occupying from 3 to 50 acres of these 


42,000 acres, with the exception of a farm | 
During the very ; 


to which I shall refer. 
brief period I have been appointed Com- 


missioner of Crown Agricultural Lands | 
spontaneous applications for small hold- | 


ings have been received—not applications 
that we have tried to get—from eleven 
out of the fourteen different counties in 
which the Crown agricultural lands under 
my charge are situated—Bedfordshire, 
Cambridgeshire, Cheshire, Kent, 
eashire, Lincolnshire, Norfolk, Oxford- 
shire, Suffolk, Wiltshire, and Yorkshire. 


I will not trouble the House with the! 


details, which will appear in my Report to 
be published in June. But may I give 
a few instances ? In South Lincolnshire 
we have had eighty-seven spontaneous 
written applications for 2,800 acres of 
land. 
present have only allotments or single 
plots of land. I shall be told, I suppose, 
* You know nothing about these people ; 
if you went to London you could get 
20,000 men very likely. How do you 
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Lan- | 


The majority of these men at | 
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know these are not bogus men?” In 
answer to that I say the applicants 
already own 479 head of stock, in addition 
to cash, twenty-one of the applicants 
stating that they possess cash to a total 
of £3,430, while others state that they can 
invest £10 an acre in the holding and can 
produce a bank-book to show it. I trust 
before the end of the year to have satisfied 
50 per cent. of the present demands 
in this locality without depriving a 
single farm tenant of his livelihood or 
of his home. I have received in York- 
shire, from one parish alone, Welwick, 
fifteen spontaneous applications for 500 
acres from residents. In that parish I 
am informed there are 3,6)) acres, 2,000 
acres of which are farmed by four farmers, 
three of whom are non-resident, having 
farms in other districts. In this case 
also the majority of the applicants have 
cash in addition to experience and stock. 
During the last few months there was a 
farm in Cambridgeshire of 917 acres which 
had been in hand for some years, and J 
think the experience of most of us is that 
youdo not make much out of a farm in 
‘hand. No tenant for this farm could be 
found anywhere. Mr. C. D. Rose, M.P. for 
the Newmarket Division, has taken this 
‘farm, and at the present moment it has 
been let to eighty-two tenants either for 
jallotments or small holdings. Very 
nearly fifty families are now dependent 
on that land, and still there is in that 
district an unsatisfied demand, andif I had 
any more land vacant I should be able at 
ove to let it to satisfactory tenants. 


{n Wiltshire there was a Crown tenant, 
who at his own request was released from 
his farm of 234 acres. The old prin- 
ciple of the office would have been for 
him to have found a tenant, to whom the 
farm would have been handed on. I 
telegraphed down to ask if there was any 
'demand for small holdings, the parish 
council came up to London, saw me, and 
we let this farm at once, over the table in 
/my office, to the parish council. It was 
| eagerly taken up, and the council has 
already let every flower-pot of it and 
| still have more applications. 


In Yorkshire a similar instance has 
occurred, where the local body is taking 
1500 acres of Crown land for further 
i development, for allotments and small 
tholdings. I really think that these 
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facts prove the statement of the Premier, 
and show such a strong unsatisfied de- 
mand for small holdings throughout the 
country generally that, without waiting 
for the Small Holdings Bill which is 
shortly to be introduced, I have felt it my 
duty to communicate with each parish, 
district, and county council in which 
Crown lands are situated, and ‘to give 
very serious consideration to a large 
scheme which is being formulated for 
dealing with a large demand for small 
holdings which exists in Cheshire. I hope 
I have said enough to satisfy the noble 
Marquess that the case of the Prime 
Minister has been proved over and over 
again. If I have been unfortunate 
enough not to convince the House, I can 
only ask noble Lords once more to read 
the official document to which I have 
referred, but with which I have not 
ventured to trouble the House. 


THe Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: 
We have not got the document. 


Eart CARRINGTON: Iam certain that 
every fair-minded man in the House will, 
after reading the document, agree with 
me that the Prime Minister was absolutely, 
totally, and entirely justified in every 
word he said at the Holborn Restaurant. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: Will the 
document to which the noble Earl has 
referred be circulated to this House ? 


Eart CARRINGTON : Oh, certainly. 
I will have it circulated to your Lord- 
ships. I am indebted to the House 
for the patience with which my obser- 
vations have been listened to, and I most 
respectfully thank the noble Marquess 
opposite for his promise to assist us, as 
far as he can, in our endeavours, to use 
the words of the Prime Minister— 


“Without haste but without rest to cope 
with and to overcome a state of things which is 
drifting into a public danger as well as a national 
disgrace.” 


{LORDS} 
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was the duty of the Government in this 
‘as in many other matters, such as the 
employment of labour, to set an example 
to all, whether they be landowners, 
employers of labour, or other, in the ad- 
ministration of their affairs; and I have 
every reason to hope that the noble 
Earl will be able to show that there is a 
way of making small holdings in the 
country an economical success, and I shall 
look forward with the greatest interest 
to the Papers which he has promised to 
lay before the House. 





I concur entirely with what my noble 
friend the Leader of the Opposition said 
when he expressed great regret that this 
matter was being treated by His Majesty’s 
Government and by the Leader of His 
Majesty’s Government as a Party affair. 
I venture to think that a question so 
serious as this, involving the welfare 
of so many of His Majesty’s subjects in 
these islands, should, if possible, be 
treated on non-Party lines. I should 
like for my part to see a measure brought 
in from this side of the House—if we are 
not to see the measure of the Covernment 
for some time to come—showing what 
those who are in opposition to the Govern- 
ment are prepared to do in the way of 
providing small holdings. And I venture 
to think that such a measure would 











THE Eart or ONSLOW: My Lords, 
I listened with the greatest interest, 
as I am sure didall your Lordships, to the 
noble Earl’s statement of the results of 
his administration of the Crown Lands. 





I have always held the opinion that it 
Earl Carrington. 


largely surprise some of those who have 
loudly declared that the House of Lords 
is opposed to any measure for the dis- 
semination of land among the people of the 
the country. 


I regret the diffidence of the noble 
Earl, who feared to weary your Lordships 
by reading the statements which he said 
proved up to the hilt the statement 
made by the Prime Minister last week. 
I venture to say that the evidence called 
in aid by the noble Ear! falls entirely 
under the denomination referred to my 
noble friend, Lord Lansdowne, in that 
it consists of nothing but samples. First 
of all, we have an extract from a Return 
of 1895, showing that in many cases, 
county councils were unable to obtain 
land by agreements, and the document 
then proceeds to recite what happened 
in only seven counties out of the whole 
of the counties of England and Scotland. 
No mention is made about those county 
councils who hought land or took steps 
to acquire it, but found that there were 
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no applicants at all to take it up. Then 
this document proceeds— 

“Some specific instances of the difficulties 

experienced by the rural sanitary authorities 
in obtaining land for allotments before the 
passing of the Local Government Act of 1894 
may be found in the House of Commons’ 
Return of 20th June 1892 (No. 310). 
could not be obtained at all by agreement in 
the rural disttricts of Buckingham (Bucks), 
Whittlesey (Cambs.), Braintree (Essex), Tet- 
bury (Glos.), Isle of Thanet and Blean (Kent), 
Banbury and Thame (Oxford), and Cosford 
(Sussex),”” 
Then we are given the evidence before 
the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons on Small Holdings in 1890, 
of Mr. Fyffe, the estates bursar of Uni- 
versity College, Oxford, regarding an 
estate in Sussex. But that is no proof 
of a general disinclination on the part 
of the landowners of this country to 
provide land. 

Then the document deals with the 
Report of my Committee, and quotes 
this extract from my Report on a visit 
to the small holdings in Worcester- 
shire— 

‘The men endeavoured to obtain land from 
a neighbouring landowner, but a rule on the 
estate was not to let more than a quarter of an 
acre to labourers.” 

[ do not wish to mention names, but I 
may say that that landlord is 
Plymouth. The rule referred to is well 
known on the estates of many of your 
Lordships, but it does not follow from 
that that my noble friend, Lord Plymouth, 
was unwilling to let land in larger por- 
tions for small holdings. Next we come 
to the evidence of Miss Jebb. I hope 


vour Lordships will peruse the evidence | 


viven by that lady, who visited all the 
counties of England on the question of 
small holdings. Some of her evidence 
is quoted, but not all. This lady said 


that in nearly every case she found land | 


was just coming into the market, had 
just come, or was likely to come. There 
was no proof that there existed any 
difficulty in obtaining land for small 
holdings. 

Eart CARRINGTON: Read Ques- 
tion 7831. 


THe Eart or ONSLOW: 
pleasure~ 

“Q. 7831. Is it your belief that men 
have gone into the towns because they were 


With 
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unable to get land ?—I have certainly met with 
that in a great many cases.” 


The difficulty is not in obtaining land 
for small holdings; the difficulty is in 
providing suitable buildings to make 
the land pay. The Salvation Army have 
been for some time past looking out for 
an estate which they could cut up into 
small holdings, and although they have 
| had quantities of land in every part of 
| England offered to them it has not been 
of a suitable character. They have at 
last, however, settled on land near Col- 
chester, which is suitable for the pur- 
pose. The Committee of the House of 
Commons of 1890, which was presided 
over by Mr. Chamberlain, said— 

“* We were led to inquire why the interests of 
owners of land have not naturally brought 
about a multiplication of small tenancies. 
There appears to be a general willingness on 
the part of owners to devote land for the pur- 
pose, but the difficulty of providing the necessary 
buildings is almost insuperable in the present 
conditions.” 


Every official document on which the 
Prime Minister relies is full of evidence 
of that character—that the owners are 
willing to give the land, but that the 
difficulty is the economic one of pro- 
viding the necessary buildings. 


I venture to hope that His Majesty’s 
Government will before long produce 
their Small Holdings Bill. I think I 
may say, on behalf of my noble friends 
behind me, that the Bill, whatever it 
may be, will not be met in a hostile spirit. 
I greatly regret the decision of the 





Government not to introduce the Bill 
in your Lordships’ House, because I am 
| quite sure that by my noble friends who 
| are most anxious to create small holdings 
in this country it will be received with 
sympathy, and if it proceeds upon lines 
which are generally acceptable it will 
be supported. In your Lordships’ 
House the Bill could be dealt with much 
earlier than in the other House, where 
there is a block of business. I hope the 
Government will reconsider their decision, 
and either produce their own Bill or give 
sympathetic consideration to any Bill 
brought in by my noble friends behind 
me. Having examined with very great care 
all the official documents published on 
this subject, I must say I cannot find 
one single word to justify the sweeping 
assertion of the Prime Minister. To say 
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that the landowners of this country as 
a whole are opposed to utilising their 
land for the purpose of creating small 
holdings is a slur upon them under 
which they cannot be expected quietly to 
sit down. 


THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The 
Marquess of Ripon): My Lords, if no 
other noble Lord wishes to address the 
House I will say just a few words in 
reply to the speech of my noble friend 
who has just sat down. What the noble 
Earl said at the end of his speech does 
not fairly represent anything which fell 
from my right hon. friend the Prime 
Minister. My right hon. friend did not 
imply, and did not intend to imply, any 
belief that the landlords of this country 
were as a body indisposed to allow an 
extension of small holdings. 





The question really is a  ques- 
tion of sympathy. It is that which 
has been often wanting in local manage- 
ment. If you look at the facts ot the | 
case in regard to the action of county 
councils, you will observe that in many | 
cases there has been a great readiness 
to accept the statement that nothing | 
could be done in this matter. I do not | 
say that it is always so; far from it, and | 
there comes in the question of sympathy. 
Where there has been upon county | 
councils members who have taken up 
this subject and shown an interest in it, 
there you will find that something has 
been done. But it cannot be denied 
that the Act of 1892 has been a failure. 
We do not want any proof of that. We | 
have it in the fact that noble Lords | 
opposite when in office appointed the 
Committee presided over by my noble 
friend who has just sat down. 


Why did they appoint that Com- | 
mittee? We have now had fifteen | 
vears experience of the Act of 1892. | 
When the Committee was appointed the | 
Government had had thirteen vears 
experience of the Act, and they had | 
come to the conclusion that the Act had | 
not succeeded. My noble friend behind | 


me, the President of the Board of Agri- | 
culture, told your Lordships how many 
small holdings had been set up through- 
out the whole of the country by county 
councils, an absolutely insignificant num- 
ber. In_ consequence of that state of | 


The Earl of Onslow. 
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things noble Lords opposite appointed 
this Committee. I think they waited 
a long time before appointing it. My 
noble friend Lord Onslow spoke of some 
of his noble friends bringing in a Bill 
of their own for the purpose of dealing 
with this question. I for one shall be 
very glad to see their Bill when they 
produce it. I think it is a fair answer to 
him to say, why was that not done by the 
late Government ? Why did they not 
do so when they were in office? I lay 
no blame on my noble friends opposite 
because their Act failed. I do not think 
it was an Act ever likely to succeed, and 
it is absolutely clear that long ago it was 
established that the Act was practically 
unworkable. 


As I have risen to say a few words on 
this subject I may, perhaps, be allowed 
to refer to the speech of the noble Mar- 
quess the Leader of the Opposition. My 
noble friend distinctly said that the 
Prime Minister had stated that this 
difficulty of getting land for small holdings 
existed throughout the whole country. 
It is obvious, from the extract from my 
right hon. friend’s speech which the 
noble Marquess has put upon vour Lord- 
ships’ Paper, that that is not what he 
said. My right hon. friend saii— 

“We hear of this unsatisfied land hunger 
very largely in the east of England ; we hear of 
it in the Midlands; we hear of it in the southern 
counties.” 

That is very far from being a statement 
that this land hunger exists all over the 
country. Therefore it is clear that the 
Prime Minister had no intention of 
applying his remarks to the whole of 
England or to landlords as abody. The 
evidence we have before us shows that 
in those districts mentioned by the 


| Prime Minister the demand exists for 


small holdings. 


I do not say that any legislation you 
adopt can be carried out all over the 
country in a year or two. Of course it 
cannot. You must proceed step by step. 
But the foundation must be laid and 
means must be taken to secure the object 
which we have in view, and which, ap- 
parently, noble Lords opposite are willing 
to promote—namely, that the system 
of small holdings should be largely 
extended in suitable parts of the country. 
That is the purpose and intention of His 
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Majesty’s Government. I am_ afraid 
I cannot satisfy your Lordships as to 
the contents of our Bill. I must leave 
that to my right hon. friend Mr. Harcourt, 
who in a short time will introduce the 
Bill in the other House. 


My noble friend has referred to Miss 
Jebb, a lady who is thoroughly acquainted 
with this question. She has written an 
interesting and valuable book on this 
question, which I commend to your 
lordships’ consideration. The upshot of 
the book is, as I understand it, that in 
many parts of the country the county 
councils have done very little to excite 
a demand for small holdings or to make 
those who might desire them acquainted 
with the law, and the result has been the 
small number of small holdings which 
has been established up to the present 
time. My noble friend who represents 
the Board of Agriculture has shown 
how very much he has already done in 
respect of the establishment of small 
holdings on Crown lands. That is a 
great work and it does not deserve to be 
treated as if it were merely a matter of 
chaff. No man in this country has done 
more in this matter than my noble friend 
behind me. Besides what he has done 


in his private capacity, we have had | 


to-day proof of what he has been able 
to achieve during the short period he has 
occupied the position of a Commissioner 
of Crown lands. 


I do not object to this discussion. I 
do not know that is has advanced matters 
very much, but it has, I hope, shown 
that there is a certain readiness on the 
part of noble Lords to consider any pro- 
posals with regard to this question. I 
know there are many persons who say 
that your Lordships will not listen to 
anything of the kind. The noble Marquess 
opposite has spoken about a “ crusade.” 
I do not understand that expression. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
It was not mine. 


THE Marquess oF RIPON: I know 
that; but that does not enable me to 
understand it better. I have seen a good 


many assertions in the newspapers that | 


your Lordships will not deal with this 
question. I have never believed it; I 
have always believed that your Lordships 
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would give this question the consideration 
which it deserves. I cannot conceive 
anything which would be worse for the 
position or reputation of your Lordships’ 
House than that you should deal hostilely 
or even indifferently with this question. 


THe Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, the debate which has been 
initiated to-day by my noble friend the 
Leader of the Opposition has not been 
entirely without fruit. I go further and 
say that in the interest, not only of 
those Members of your Lordships’ House 
who are interested in land, but in the 
interest of the whole agricultural com- 
munity, be they owners, occupiers, or 
labourers, a debate such as this was 
absolutely necessary in order that the 
statements made by the Prime Minister 
on Saturday last should be freely and 
fully discussed in Parliament. 


The noble Earl the President of the 
Board of Agriculture took exception to the 
observation of my noble friend behind me, 
that the speech of the Prime Minister 
was of an unnecessarily provocative 
character. I venture to assert that no 
impartial person interested in the question 
of land tenure could regard the Prime 
Minister’s speech as anything but a 
direct attack upon one class of the com- 
munity ; more especially as the right hon. 
Gentleman went out of his way to declare 
that the Government intended to carry 
on a crusade against that class. I do not 
think any other construction could be 
put on what he said. What is the 
crusade to be? The Prime Minister 
seems to me to be endeavouring to force 
an open door, and to compel owners of 
property to give that which they are 
gladly giving—their support to the 
creation of small holdings. The question 
of small holdings is a very important one, 
and noble Lords on this side of the House 
have not the slightest intention of putting 
any obstacle in the way of their creation. 


it has been said that owners of property 
have denied opportunities for the creation 
of small holdings. Iam at a loss to know 
on what ground that statement is based. 
The crusade referred to by the Prime 
Minister is not a crusade intended really 
to benefit agriculturists ; it is a crusade 
against certain Members of your Lord- 
ships’ House because they are owners of 
property. The problem of small holdings 
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is a very difficult one to solve. As the 
noble Earl the President of the Board of 
Agriculture has told us, localities vary, 
and consequently you cannot legislate 
for all districts alike. The varying 
conditions of different localities have to 
be considered. I am convinced that no 
noble Lord opposite will contradict me 
when I say that what we desire 
is to make the tenants of small holdings 
prosperous. If that is to be done we 
must consider the situation, and also the 
condition of the people. In certain parts 
of the country where there are small 
holdings the tenants derive a considerable 
portion of their income from working on 
the land of the larger farmers. 
conditions should be taken into account, 
and we should consider whether, if that 
income derived by the smaller man is 
taken away from him on account of the 
large farms being broken up, he will be 
able to exist at all. In a great number of 
cases these men would become paupers. 


The Paper which has been supplied to 
my hon. friend Mr. Lane-Fox, and which 
has been frequently referred to in the 
course of this debate, contains only what 
I should call ancient date. Every 
instance quoted occurred in the nineties. 
and the majority in the early nineties ; 
nothing is quoted after the year 1900, 
The document does not meet the require- 
ments of the case at the present time. 
Seven years have elapsed since the most 
recent case mentioned in that Report. 
The cases quoted may have been selected 
specially for the purpose of the Prime 
Minister, but I maintain that if you go 
into the question more fully you will find 
many cases to the contrary and quite 
antagonistic to the views put forward by 
the Prime Minister. 


I have not heard in the course of this 
debate any reference to the Committee 
which sat last autumn and went very 
closely into the question. I should like 
to hear from the noble Earl the Lord 
President of the Council, whether any 
witness before that Committee stated 
that there had been a “blank denial ” 
given by any landlord to an application 
for land. Before such an expression as 
that is used the charge ought to be 
proved up to the hilt. Statistics show 


that to a great extent the contrary is the 

case. In the memorandum of the Co- 

operative Small Holdings Society pre- 
The Marquess of Londonderry. 
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sented to Lord Onslow’s Committee we. 
read that— 

“As a result of the Allotments Acts, 1887 
and 1890, the Small Holdings Act, 1892, and 
the Local Government Act, 1894, a mass of 
| experience has now been accumulated in 
England ; between 20,000 and 30,000 acres 
have been acquired by local authorities, anil 
let to from 50,000 to 60,000 tenants.’ 


That does not look like a “blank 

denial.” Again, in the same memoran- 
;dum we read that— 
“During the ten years from 1887 to 24th June, 
1897, district councils, parish councils, and 
county councils have acquired 15,216 acres, and 
let them to 29,925 tenants.” 

I quote those figures as showing that 
when these demands have been made they 
have not been met by a ‘blank denial.’ 
Such an assertion it would be very 
difficult for the Prime Minister to prove. 
Only a few moments ago the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House de- 
clared that there was difficulty in obtain- 
ing land in the Midlands. 


1 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : I quoted 
the districts mentioned by the Prime 
Minister. 


THE MARQUESS OF LONDONDERRY : 
I have in my hand a document supplied 
to me by my noble friend the Duke of 
Rutland relating to the Midland counties. 
It states that of holdings of from 100 to 
150 acres fifty have been taken ; of from 
fifty to 100 acres, thirty-nine have been 
taken; of from thirty to fifty acres, 
twenty-five ; of from fifteen to thirty 
acres, forty-seven ; of from ten to fifteen 
acres, fifty-five; and there are about 250 
| holdings from one to ten acres. I think 
| that is : sufficient to disprove the statement 
| that it is impossible to obtain holdings in 
|the Midland counties. The statement 
that the demand for land for this purpose 
has been met by blank denial is unworthy 
| of a Prime Minister. 











I agree with my noble friend behind 
me that your Lordships, no matter on 
which side of the House you sit, are 
only too anxious to promote the welfare 
of those connected with our great national 
‘industry ; but in endeavouring to promote 
‘the prosperity of agriculture we should 
act harmoniously, and speeches should 
not be made for political purposes which 
tend to do considerable damage to agri- 
culture. The sort of speeches in question 
_do infinite harm. But | believe that such 
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speeches will be thoroughly understood 
by the agricultural classes, and that 
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| or this mass of official testimony as to the 


the verdict of agriculturists they will | 


speak with no uncertain voice. I trust 
the day is not far distant when you will 
ask them to tell you what they think of 
your preposals, and I look forward with 
absolute confidence to the result. 


Lord BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, I do not desire to prolong this 
discussion. I simply rise to ask a ques- 
tion. The Prime Minister, in the two 
extracts from his speech which the noble 
Marquess has put upon the Paper, says 
that from one district after another, as 
oficial Returns show, the demand for land 
for the purposes of use and labour is 
met by blank denial. He went on to 
say that there is a whole mass of official 
testimony to show that a strong demand 
exists. A Paper has been circulated to 
the other House of Parliament, and the 
question which I wish to ask is whether 
that Paper contains the whole of the 


evidence upon which the rather startling | 


statements of the Prime Miuister were 
made. I may be put down as not easily 
satisfied, but, having read this Paper 
through, I confess myself wholly uncon- 
vinced that it shows the slightest warrant 
for these strong allegations. 


I am not very familiar with all the 
Acts which are referred to in this Paper, 
but I venture to say that not only in this 
Paper, but throughout the discussion to- 
night two wholly different things have 
been mixed up—namely, allotments and 
small holdings. I think it desirable that 


| refusal of land for small holdings. 
when the time comes for you to ask for | 


The real difficulty about small holdings 
is the economic difticulty—the cost of 
changing from one system to another ; 
and no discussion can go far which does 
not take account of that great difficulty. 
The extract from the letter of the parish 


| council, which is the only testimony of 


recent date, fills me with astonishment, 
and I wish we could have some further 
explanation in regard to it. We are told 
here that the rents paid by existing small 


| holders run to £5 per acre, including 


| house and buildings. 


| know of, the 


Can any noble Lord 
opposite tell me where small holders, as 
distinct from holders of allotments, are 
paying £5 an acre, even including house 
and buildings? If there was any chance 
of getting £5 an acre for any land that I 
landowners would be 
tumbling over each other in the hope of 
establishing small holdings on those terms. 


| What Iam suspicious of is that these are 


not occupants of small holdings, but 


| allotment holders. It seems to me 
worthy of inquiry, if £5 an aere can be 
| got from small holders, how it 
is that there is not a great 
rush to supply that demand. If 


all the references in this Paper should | 


show on the face of them whether they 
refer to allotments or to small holdings. 
The Paper contains only two or three 
extracts referring to small holdings, yet 
the Prime Minister must have been speak - 
ing of small holdings rather than of 
allotments, because allotments by them- 
selves would certainly not check rural de- 
population. I do not believe that the 
demand for allotments is in many cases 
an unsatisfied demand. If the Prime 
Minister's speech meant anything at all, it 
meant to prepare the way for a measure 
which was to increase the number of small 
holdings as distinct from allotments, and 
I fail to find any evidence at all in this 
Paper that there is this general demand, 





there is really this great quantity of 
official testimony, if there is this number 
of official returns, the Paper which I hold 
in my hand is really a very meagre 
answer to the request for information. 
If there is this universal failure to satisfy 
the demand, surely we can have some 
further information than is given in this 
Paper presented to the House of 
Commons. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewr): My 
Lords, perhaps even at this late hour it 
is desirable that at any rate one othe) 
speaker on this side should say a word it 
reply to the last two speeches. As re 
gards the general impression which seems 
to have been left on the minds of the 
noble Lords opposite by the speech of the 
Prime Minister, I can only say that I had 
the pleasure of listening to that speech, 
and it appeared to me, as I heard it, to 
be couched in very moderate terms.  [ 
did not recognise in it any note of pro 
vocation. It is perfectly true that the 
Prime Minister spoke strongly, as he felt 
strongly, with regard to what he believes, 
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and what we believe, to be the need for | 
extending the system of small holdings | 
and the difficulty which 
extension; but I think noble Lords 
opposite have been somewhat too ready 
to look out for something in the nature 
of provocation in the speech, and they 
have really in some cases—I am sure 
without the faintest intention of doing 
so—twisted the Prime Minister’s words 
into a sense which they were not in- 
tended to bear. 


215 


The noble Marquess Lord London- 
derry assumed that my right hon. friend’s 
phrase “ blank denial” referred entirely 
to the landowners’ attitude towards the 
request for small holdings. My right hon. 
friend said nothing of the kind. What, I 
take it, was in his mind when he used that 


phrase was the failure of public authori- | 


ties to find a proper supply of land under 
the Act of noble Lords opposite. Then 
my noble friend Lord Balfour complained 
of what he considered to be the meagre 
character of the information given in 
the Paper presented to the House of 
Commons. I really do not see what my 
right hon friend could do more. He 
gave in his speech instances of certain 
districts in which there was an unsatisfied 
demand for small holdings, and in the 
printed Paper he has given certain 
instances applying to those districts, and 
that was his particular reply. 
his general reply, I would refer your 
Lordships to paragraph 125 of the Report 
of the Departmental Committee. That 
paragraph reads as follows— 

“The Committee further made inquiry as to 
whether there exists in all parts of the country 
an unsatisfied demand for land, whether to 
rent or to purchase. It was made evident to 
the Committee that in some parts where for 
years past the division of land into small hold- 
ings has been energetically pursued, the pyres 
has been ov ertaken ; ; on the other hand a very 
large body of the evidence goes to show that 
in many places more land of the kind already 


divided into small holdings would be taken up | 


with avidity, especially if properly equipped 
and offered for hire with a reasonable security 
of tenure.” 


I do not know that my right hon. 
friend ever suggested that the land should 


not be properly equipped, and when your | 


Lordships see our Small Holdings Bill I 
hope you will find that such provision 
must necessarily be made. 


Then Lord Balfour stated that he was 
astonished at a rent of £5 an acre being 


The Earl of Crewe. 
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As regards | 
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asked for small holdings. 


| might give him an instance from my own 
attends that | 


district. It is a painful one to me, 
because it applied to a piece of land | 
desired to purchase and afterwards did 
It was a small holding, freehold, 
of six acres, with not very good buildings 
and a small orchard. It was three miles 
from any considerable town, and was let 
by the townsman who owned it to a tenant 
for £36 a year. That is not £5 an acre 


| but £6. I can assure the noble Lord that 
_ rents of that amount are br no means 


infrequently asked, and the astonishing 
thing to me is that they should be obtained, 
but they undoubtedly are in some cases. 
[ really do not think that there is any desire 
on the part of noble Lords opposite to 
dispute the general proposition that there 
is, in some parts of England, an unsatisfied 
demand for small holdings, and my right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister, if his 
speech is read carefully, did not go 
further than that. 


My noble friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture has told the House 
of the remarkable demand that has been 
made upon the Crown lands since he has 
been in charge of the agricultural part of 
those lands, and it certainly does seem to 
me a reasonable deduction to draw that, 
if spontaneous demands of that kind are 
made in the case of Crown lands situated 
in many different parts of the country, 
similar demands for land in private hands 
would be made if it was any use making 
them. But everybody is aware that, in 
a great many cases, people who desire 
small holdings know very well that it 
would not be very much use making a 


demand of the kind. Landlords in a 
great many cases would say—and I am 
bound to admit that I greatly sym- 


pathise with their position myself— 
“You are asking a great deal in desiring 
us to disturb an excellent tenant, whose 
family has been on this farm for genera- 
tions, in order to cut up the farm into 
small holdings.” Consequently the 
demand is not made. I could not help 
being somewhat amused by the observa- 
tion which fell from the noble Marquess 
the Leader of the Opposition on this 
matter of disturbing tenant farmers, 
when he said that farmers did not like to 
be deprived of their own. I have not 
heard before in this House the kind of 
interest which a farmer has in his yearly 
tenancy described as his own. 
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*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The Bill of last year. 


*THE EArt oF CREWE: I venture to 
think that if such a phrase had been used 
in the debates of last year, the hair of 
noble Lords opposite would have stood 
on end with horror. Objection has been 
taken to my right hon. friend’s descrip- 
tion of the work which has to be under- 
taken in this matter as a crusade. | 
think it may fairly be described as a 
crusade—not a crusade against landlords, 
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} 1 hope we may look with well-grounded 
'confidence for the assistance of noble 
Lords opposite. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
I do not wish to press the noble Earl 
unduly, but he did not answer the 
question whether there is any further 
evidence, in addition to what is in this 
Paper, which can be produced. 








*THe EarL oF CREWE: I cannot 
give an answer off-hand. 


but a crusade against the apathy which | 


has existed in many parts of the country | 


in this matter, and I cannot help thinking 
that the noble Marquess in his opening 
speech did somewhat underrate the very 
considerable objection which is felt by 
many people to dividing their estates 
into small holdings. First and foremost 
there is the difficulty of expense. It is 
perfectly true that a large number of 
landlords cannot afford, even by the 
various means of borrowing which are 
open to landlords, to put up the necessary 
buildings, but at the same time | am 
bound to say that I think the matter 
does go somewhat beyond that, and that 
there is in the minds of a good many 
landowners—the smaller rather than the 
larger landowners—a feeling that small 
holdings are more troublesome to manage, 
and present to the landowner a certain 
number of objections of different kinds 
which do not apply to larger farms. That 
is the cause of what I have ventured to call 
apathy, which does not amount to denial, 
but to a want of interest in the matter, 
which | am afraid has touched the land- 
owning class, and which has undoubtedly 
touched public bodies. 


We on this side of the House certainly 
make no complaint that this question has 
been raised, and I hope we have sue- 
ceeded in making the matter somewhat 
clearer, and in presenting the speech ot 
the Prime Minister in a more favourable 
light to the minds of noble Lords oppo- 
site. The Marquess of Londonderry and 
the Earl of Onslow have appealed to us 
to treat this matter on non-Party lines. 
That is an appeal which is very often 
made, but it is always made by those in 
Opposition. I have never heard it made 
by any Party when holding office. Cer- 
tainly we do not want to treat it on 
unnecessarily controversial lines, and 
when our Bill comes before this House 


| *THeE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
| I will not take up the time of the House 
| by attempting to reconcile the different 
Prater sams which have been placed 
on the Prime Minister’s speech. I may 
take it from the noble Earl who has just 
spoken that the remarkable phrase about 
“blank denial” which I quoted in my 
Notice had no reference to the land- 
owners of this country. 


*THe Eart or CREWE: I scarcely 
went so far as that. I said I believed 
that what was in my right hon. friend’s 
mind was the refusal on the part of the 
county councils. [ have no doubt instances 
could be found both ways. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl is in a better position to 
fathom the recesses of the Prime 
Minister's mind than I ean be; but I 
| think that nine people out of ten who 
| read that speech would have interpreted 
| it, as most of your Lordships have 
interpreted it, as a suggestion that it was 
the landowners who were to blame for the 
denial of land for the purpose of small 
holdings. May I be excused if I do 
what is sometimes done when the sense 
of a document is a little obscure? May 
I be allowed to collate that speech with a 
speech delivered in the evening by 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, who was, apparently, speaking 
from the same brief? The Under-Secre- 
tary for the Colonies delivered himself of 
this sentiment— 





‘«They—His Majesty’s Government—had 
no intention of plundering the landlord, and 
they had no intention of allowing him to 
plunder them.” 

That is rather a remarkable sentence 
read in the light of the Prime Minister's 
previous utterance. But I understand 
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now that we are to take it that the 
crusade is not against landlords, but that 
it is a moral crusade against apathy and 
indifference and similar qualities. What 
[ really rose for was for the purpose ot 
expressing my hope that His Majesty's 
Government will, on reflection, see their 
way to give the House information a 
great deal fuller than that contained in 
the extremely meagre Paper which has 
been in some of your Lordships’ hands this 
evening. It is quite clear that there must 
bea great deal more information, and the 
oral statements to which we have listened 
this evening have failed altogether to 
give us the information we wanted. We 
have failed altogether to obtain from His 
Majesty’s Government a statement of the 
extent to which the difficulty of obtain- 
ing land for small holdings really can he 
traced to the attitude of persons who 
own land and who are reluctant to part 
with it. Therefore we hope for more 
information. The particular cases cited 
were exactly the kind we expected would 
be cited. ‘They were samples, and may 
I say they were samples that would not 
wash? The noble Earl the President of 
the Board of Agriculture actually had to 
go for his leading case, not to the estate 
of a landowner, but to an estate owned 
by a public Department ; and the noble 
Marquess who leads the House expatiated 
upon the shortcomings of the county 
councils, who, he said, were much too 
ready to assume that a difficulty would 
be experienced in obtaining suitable land. 
The noble Marquess also told us that the 
last Act had fallen short of our expecta- 
tions. These are all things which are 
perfectly arguable, but they are not 
statements which meet the point we 
raised—the point, [ mean, of how far 
the demand for land for this purpose 
has been stifled by the action of the land- 
owners of the country. 


County Couneils 


COUNTY COUNCILS AND SMALL 
HOLDINGS. 

THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN rose 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he would lay upon 
the Table the answers of the County 
Councils of England and of Scotland to 
the circular recently issued by the Board 
with reference to Small Holdings as soon 
as such answers were received, 

The noble Earl said: My Lords, like 
my noble friend Lord Lansdowne I think 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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it is very desirable that we should have 
much more complete information than 
we have at the present time with regard 
to this question. The noble Earl the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
has recently issned an — important 
circular to all the county councils of 
England and Scotland with reference 
to the Report of the Departmental 
Committee on Small Holdings. As many 
of your Lordships may not have seen this 
circular I ask permission to be allowed to 
real the important part of it. It 
signed by the Secretary to the Board of 
Agriculture, who writes— 


and. Small Holdings. 


is 


“*T desire to call the attention of county 
councils to this Report, and in particular to the 
observations contained therein with reference 
to the present administration of the Small 
Holdings Act, 1892. The Committee make 
certain recommendations for the amendment of 
the Act, with the object of giving further 
powers and wider discretion to county councils 
for the provision of small holdings. These and 
other proposals for legislation are under the 
consideration of the Board, but in the mean- 
time [I am to invite the attention of your 
council to the suggestions and recommendations 
made by the Committee.” 


He proceeds— 


“The Committee recommend that an 
annual inquiry be made by the small holdings 
committee of the county council from the 
minor authorities within the county as to the 
land occupied by small holders, as to whether 
there is a demand for further land, and as to 
any land available for this purpose. I am to 
sugvest that the small holdings committee of 
your council might with advantage proceed to 


make such an inquiry from the minor 
authorities as is recommended.” 

I think that demand on the part 
of the Board of Agriculture is a 


most reasonable and proper one, and | 
am only surprised that it had not 
occurred to them before. 


Ever since the present Government 
have been in office it has been openly 
intended to introduce a Small Holdings 
bill for Scotland, and also one for 
England. The Scottish Bill has been in 
existence since August last, and it is 
very strange that it should occur only 
now to the noble Earl to ask the county 
councils to make this inquiry for him. 
One would naturally suppose from the 
circular, the substance of which I have 
read to your Lordships, that the noble 
Earl wished the inquiry made for his 
information. But the noble Earl has not 
waited for the answers. Not only has 
the Scottish Bill been read a first time in 
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the other House, but the English Bill 
has been prepared and is in draft. 

I was surprised to hear from the 
Front Bench opposite that His Majesty’s 
Ministers could not tell us what the 
proposals of their bill are. I do not 
know whether the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies was appointed to 
assist my noble friend opposite, but on 
Saturday last, when addressing an 
audience which cannot be supposed to 
have been very skilled in information on 
this point, the hon. Gentleman said he 
would tell them what the Bill was; 
and he did, for he said the local 
authorities were to be empowered to 
buy land, and so on. We know that 
it is to be entirely different from the 
Scottish proposal. We find it very 
difficult indeed to get any facts which 
bear on these Bills, and it is absolutely 
essential, in dealing with changes which 
the Prime Minister himself described as 
formidable, that we should have minute 
information as to the necessity of making 
these changes, and the grounds on 
which they are proposed. It is for 
that reason that | hope the noble Ear! 
will lay on the Table of the House 
the answers he receives from the county 
councils as soon as they come to hand, 
because we cannot proceed to consider 
such important Bills as those which have 
been foreshadowed without having ade- 
quate information as to whether the de- 
mand is and how far it is likely to be met 
without resorting to extreme measures. 


EarL CARRINGTON : My Lords, I 
am very glad to be able to inform the 
noble Earl that | shall have the greatest 
pleasure in laying these Reports on the 
Table. Of course, the noble Earl wil! 
allow me to do so at my own time, but 


{25 Aprin 1907} 


as soon as I possibly can I will lay the | 


Reports on the Table, as I am extremely 
anxious that the subject should be venti- 
lated in every way. 


Perhaps I may be | 


allowed also to answer my noble friend | 


Lord Balfour, who asked if there was 
any further information. 


I can promise | 


him that in the Paper which will be laid | 


on the Table of your Lordships’ House 
we will add a reference to all the Parlia- 
mentary Reports that we have, and 
upon which the statement of the Prime 
Minister was made. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 


am much obliged to the noble Earl for | 
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his answer, and I hope that he will 
carefully distinguish between references 
to allotments and to small holdings, 
because the really important point in 
this matter is the economic difficulty with 
regard to small hoidings. 


THe Ear or CAMPERDOWN: I 
have to thank the noble Earl for 
promising to lay on the Table the in- 
formation for which I asked. We must, 
of course, bow to his convenience, but at 
the same time I think it is essential that 
these Reports should be laid on the 
Table in plenty of time for us to consider 
them before the Bills are brought before 
the House. I would throw out for the 
noble Earl’s consideration the suggestion 
that it would be desirable to circulate 
the answers from the county councils in 
instalments. 


GRANTS FOR TRAINING COLLEGES. 

Lorp MONK BRETTON rose to ask 
the Lord President of the Council 
whether, with reference to the Regu- 
lations of the Board of Education on the 
subject of grants in aid for buying sites 
and building training colleges, he could 
make any statement with regard to 
grants in aid for the building or purchase 
of hostels in connection with existing 
training colieges. 

The noble Earl said: My Lords, in the 
regulations to which I refer a grant of 
75 per cent. is made in respect of all 
capital expenditure incurred by the local 
authorities for the provision of sites and 
buildings for training colleges, subject to 
certain conditions to which I need not 
now refer. It appears perfectly plain- 
sailing, but the fact that the regulations 
are not without a pitfall is shown by the 
experience of an education authority in 
which I am interested. The County 
Council of East Sussex had to arrange 
last year to provide this year for 
the training of forty teachers. Forty 
teachers are a very uneconomic number 
to train, because it is as expensive to 
provide training college accommodation 
for forty as for eighty teachers. There- 
fore the best thing they could do was to 
amalgamate with somebody else, and this 
is what the County Council of East 
Sussex endeavoured to do. 


There exists at Brighton a training 
college which the education authority 
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believes to be one of the best institutions 
of its kind in England. They ac- 
cordingly went to this college and made 
arrangements that the college should take 


the forty teachers and train them, whilst | 


they were to be lodged in an hostel near 
by. For this purpose the college 
authorities were induced to spend money 
for the accommodation of the teachers, 
and the education authority went to the 
expense of acquiring a building in 
Brighton for the purpose of a hostel. It 
never occurred to them for one moment 
that this arrangement would not come 
under the grant of 75 per cent. in respect 
of all capital expenditure for training 
colleges. Owing to certain action by 
the Board of Education last year, the 
county council began to suspect that 
possibly hostels might not be covered by 
the regulations. They therefore wrote 
to the Board of Education and received 
an answer in the negative. There would, 
they were told, be no grant under the 
regulations for hostels. This was very 
disappointing to the county council, who 
had spent the money of the ratepayers 
and also induced the college authori- 
ties to spend money in this matter. 


Then, in another place, Sir William 
Anson asked a Question on the subject 
and was told by Mr. Birrell—this was in 
December—that the Board of Education 
were seriously considering the giving of 
grants in respect of hostels. Nothing 
more happened for three months, during 
which time the county council were on the 
tiptoe of expectation. In March another 
Question was asked in the House of 
Commons, this time by a member of the 
noble Earl’s own Party, and Mr. 
McKenna, in reply, said the Question 
was under consideration. Another month 
has elapsed. The matter has become a 
very serious one to the local education 
authority, who have been misled by the 
regulations. They do not know whether 
they are going to get their grant or not. 
The curriculum for teachers begins in 
September, but teachers have to be en- 
gaged in the beginning of the year. 
Consequently all these months at the 
beginning of this year have been lost. 


I would lay stress on the great incon- 
venience caused by this delay, and I wish, 
in conclusion, to assure the noble Earl 


that this education authority did not go 


to this particular training college on any 
religious grounds whatever, but because 
Lord Monk Bretton. 


{LORDS} 
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| they believed it to be the most efficient, 
| the most economical, and the best way of 
providing this training. If the noble 
Karl cannot give an Answer now, I do 
appeal to him to endeavour to let us know 
| the decision of the Board of Education at 
_any rate before the Whitsuntide recess. 


*THe Eart or CREWE: My Lords, 
the point which the noble Lord opposite 
has raised, with particular reference to 
the East Sussex County Council, is one 
of no small importance, and it is one, 
of course, which cannot be decided by 
reference to a special instance, however 
greatly aggrieved a particular local 
authority may consider itself to be by 
the incidence of the law. The noble 
Lord stated what the circumstances were, 
and he used only one phrase to which | 
must take exception. He said the County 
Council of East Sussex had been misled 
by the regulations. I think that was 
scarcely a fair phrase to use, because it 
clearly would have been open to them, 
if they had any doubt as to the interpreta- 
tion of the regulations—and I think it 
can hardly be disputed that there was, 
at any rate, a possibility of the law being 
as it is declared to be---to ask the Board 
of Education what the regulations meant 
before incurring this expense. 


We are very sorry that this case should 
have occurred and that inconvenience 
should have been caused to the East 
Sussex County Council, and I fully accept 
what was stated by the noble Lord, that 
in this particular case the matter was 
simply one of administrative convenience 
and that the difficult religious question 
did not enter into it. But J must remind 
the noble Lord that as a matter of fact 
these questions do arise in a great many 
other cases, and the whole question of 
whether support ought to be given out 
of public funds to these hostels is one of 
not merely considerable difficulty, but 
one which, I am afraid, is likely to give 
rise to some controversy. 


Perhaps I may just give the House a 
brief history of what has passed, and an 
account of the present position. The 

| noble Lord is aware that in the Regula- 
| tions of 1905 building grants were given 
to training colleges, but only to the 
amount of 25 per cent., and those were 
limited to the site or such buildings of a 
college as were required for residential 
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purposes. In 1906 the grants were in- 
creased to 75 per cent. of the whole cost 
of a residential college as well as a day 
college ; but those grants were restricted 
to colleges provided by the local authori- 
ties. There are three reasons which have 
actuated the Board in giving grants for 
the residential work of training colleges 
as well as for their more purely and 
strictly educational work. In the first 
place, we desire to encourage local authori- 
ties to combine for the provision of train- 
ing colleges, and that, of course, means 
that a considerable number of the students 
in such a case must live away from home. 
In the second place, we consider that 
corporate life—an important element in 
education—can only be secured in a resi- 
dential college, especially for such students 
as are under consideration in this particu- 
lar matter ; and, in the third place, so far 
as rural areas are concerned, it is in a 
residential college, and a residential college 
alone, that the only possible system of 
training can be given. Those considera- 
tions, as the noble Lord will see, do tell 
in favour of making building grants to 
hostels as well as to residential colleges. 








But there is another side to the ques- 
tion which specially appeals to some people. 
Some people say that, after all, a hostel 
may be nothing more than a mere board- 
ing establishment, and that all those 
advantages which I have mentioned relat- 
ing to the corporate life of the community 
therefore do not apply in such a case. 
On the other hand, of course, if a build- 
ing grant were provided I fully admit 
that the Board of Education could secure 
that such hostels that were aided were 
organised on proper educational lines. 
There is also this to be remembered. 
Some training colleges are organised as 
departments of Universities or University 
colleges. ‘These are invariably day col- 
leges, and satisfactory provision for the | 
students attending such colleges can really | 
only be made by means of hostels. That | 
is especially desirable in large cities, and | 
it is important that supervision should be | 
exercised over the lodging of students. | 
Those are further arguments in favour of 
extending the scope of the building grants 
to cover hostels. 


On the other hand, it is maintained 
hy some, and no doubt there is con- 
siderable force in the argument—which, 
of course, tells against giving the build- 
ing grant—that the work of supervising 
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that side (the recreative side) of the life 
of the student is work which is particu- 
larly well done by voluntary agencies ; 
and, as a matter of fact, in connection 
with several Universities and also 
University colleges, the halls of residence 
which have sprung up of late years have 
been conducted as a rule by private 
individuals licensed by the University 
authorities, and are carried on on denomi- 
national lines. I think it must be assumed 
that it would not be possible for the 
State to give building grants in aid of 
hostels provided by voluntary authorities, 
because, as the noble Lord will remember, 
it has already been decided tbat the 
building grants to training colleges are in 
future to be confined to those provided 
by local education authorities. 


That being so, I am _ inclined to 
think that many people will be of 
opinion that it really is better for the 
State to leave the local education 
authorities and the voluntary bodies to 
act as, I hope, friendly rivals, but as 
rivals on equal terms so far as providing 
hostels are concerned, rather than to give 
the hostels provided by the local authori- 
ties the advantage of a building grant. 
That is an argument which I have no 
doubt will appeal to a great many people. 
On the other hand, it is doubtful if the 
supply of hostels is likely to be provided 
in due time by voluntary agency. It is 
also, no doubt, true that the kind of 
hostel which is most likely to be pro- 
vided is pretty sure to be run as a denomi- 
national hostel, and that therefore there 
might be students who would desire to 
reside in an undenominational hostel and 
that local authorities would be unwilling 
to provide such undenominational hostels 
unless they were helped by Government 
grants. 


Lord MONK BRETTON: In, the 
present case the teaching is undenomina- 
tional in the training college. 


*THe EArt or CREWE: That applies 
to this particular case, but not to every 
case, and we are obliged to look atjthe 
position all over England. I have en- 
deavoured to summarise the arguments 
for and against, and I think your Lord- 
ships will agree that the matter is by 
no means an easy one to decide. I can 
assure the noble Lord that there has been 
no undue delay. The Board still has the 
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matter under consideration. 
I cannot at this moment make any 
announcement to him as to 
at which the decision of the Board will 
be reached, but I can assure him that, 
in consequence of the question which 
he has put and of the undoubtedly hard 
case brought forward, I will endeavour 
to hasten the matter, in order that I may 


be able to give him a definite Answer as | 


soon as possible. 
RULE COMMITTEE BILL [x.1.] 
Read 3* (aecording to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House 


Seven 


adjourned at half-past 
o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 25th April, 1907. 


The House met 
Three of the Clock. 


at a quarter hefore 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 

BILL (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—London County 
Council (Money) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. | 


PRIVATE BILL [LORDS] (STANDING | 
ORDER 68 NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 

port from one of the Examiners of | 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

case of the following Bill, originating in | 

the Lords, and referred on the First | 

Reading thereof, Standing Order 68 has | 

not been complied with, viz. :—Burnham | 

(Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 

Orders. 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{COMMONS} 
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Rawtenstall Corporation Bill.—Read 
the third time, and passed. 


West Riding Tramways Bill {Lords].— 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Port Talbot Railway and Docks Bill.— 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 

London Port and Docks Bill (by order). 
—Order for resuming adjourned Debate 
on Amendment to Second Reading read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


the time | 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 
1) Bill.—Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order confirmed]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be 
morrow. 


read the third time to- 

Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 
2) Bill.—Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order confirmed]: Report 
to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 

West Yorkshire Tramways Bill { Lords]: 
Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]; Burnley Corporation 
Bill.—Reported, with Amendments : Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Brecon and Merthyr Tydvil Junction 


| Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 
‘ments [Title amended] ; 


Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 

Bristol Corporation Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments [Title amended]: Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDSs. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law with respect 
to the Court of Appeal.” [Judicature 
Bill] [ Lords. | 
Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, 
&c.) Bill and Metropolitan Water Board 


| (Various Powers) Bill.—That they have 


appointed a Committee consisting of 
Five Lords, to join with a Committee of 
the Commons, pursuant to Message of 
this House, to consider the Metropolitan 


| Water Board (Charges, &c.) Bill and 
| the Metropolitan Water Board (Various 


Powers) Bill, and propose that the said 


| Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
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Room A on Thursday next, at Three 
o'clock. 

Lords’ Message considered. 


Ordered, That the Committee of this | 


House do meet the Lords’ Committee as 
proposed by their Lordships. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE PRO- 
VISIONS) BILL. 
Petition from Chelsea, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS  IN- 
STRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Chelsea, 
lie upon the Table. 


against; to 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions against : From Kilsyth ; Lan- 
ark; Rothesay; and Stranraer; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Aberdeen 
(four) ; Bathgate ; Bellshill ; Berwick upon 
Tweed; Brechin; Campbeltown ; Coat- 
bridge; Dalziel; Dumfries (two) ; Dum- 
fries and Maxwelltown ; Dundee; Edin- 
burgh (three); Falkirk (two); Forfar; 
Glasgow (seven) ; Govan ; Grangemouth ; 
Hilton; Lanark; Logerait; Montrose ; 
Nairn ; Neilston; North Berwick ; North 
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WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from North Medway, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 
| Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty's Inspectors ot Constabulary 
for the vear ended 29th September, 
1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 

and to be printed. |No. 128.] 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT ACT, 
1903. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland of all his Pro- 
ceedings under the Act, for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1907 [bv Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


OCCUPIERS OF FARMS (SCOTLAND). 

Yeturn presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th December, 1906: Mr. 
Sinclair]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
[No. 127.] 


be printed, 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
St. George’s School, Ramsgate. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that the 
underground rooms at St. George’s School, 
Ramsgate, which the Board have con- 





British District Temperance Committee ; demned, and which they notified the local 
Peebles ; Perth ; Prestonpans ; Rothesay ; | education authority would not be recog- 
Naltcoats ; Strathpeffer ; Tough ; Troon ; | nised after Ist February, 1904, are still 
Whiteinch Cross (two); and Wick; to|in use, and that the children of those 
lie upon the Table. | parents who claim free education are 
| obliged to attend school in these cellar 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S| rooms; whether he is aware that the 
SISTER BILL. | temporary iron building, Ellington School, 
Petition from London, against; to! Ramsgate, which the Board have so 
lie upon the Table. | strongly condemned, and which they 
| notified the local education authority 
PATENTS AND DESIGNS BILL. would not be recognised after Ist March, 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to | 1907, is still in use; and, whether he 
| proposes to take steps to compel the local 
|education authority to provide suitable 
PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAIN-| buildings for the needs of the town. 
TENANCE). 
Petition from Bucklow, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


lie upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I believe 
it is a fact that the rooms referred to are 
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still in use pending the provision of a new 
school. The Board are in communica- 
tion with the local education authority as 
to the site upon which this school is to be 
built, and every effort will be made to 
expedite its completion. 


Lead Poisoning in Dockyards. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state how many cases of lead poison- | 
ing have been treated by the surgeons of | 


| 
| 


Portsmouth, Devonport, Chatham, Sheer- | 
ness, and Pembroke dockyards, respec: | 
tively, during the year 1906. 





| the Postmaster-General whether 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) | 
Number of cases of lead poisoning treated 
during the vear 1906 at— 


1 


Portsmouth — - : 7 
( Devonport 3 
\ Keyham - - : 2 
Chatham - . ; _ > 
Sheerness Nil 
Pembroke - : . 9 
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deavouring to arrange for their enlarge- 
ment, but up to the present have been un- 
able to get the tenants to agree to the 
suggested arrangements. It is proposed 
that portion of the untenanted land on 
the estate should be used for the en- 
largement of holdings, and that portion 
should be resold to the owner. As the 
consent of the tenants to the proposed re- 
arrangement is necessary they will be 
fully informed of the Commissioners’ 
suggestions. 


Killeenan Post Office. 

Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone E.): To ask 
he 
aware that the recent closing of the post 
office at Killeenan, county Tyrone, has 
caused inconvenience and dissatisfaction 
in the district ; and whether he will take 


is 


steps to have it restored. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 


| The rule of the department is that the 
| sub-postmaster or sub-postmistress must 


| be the tenant of the property in which 


Estate of Mr. T. R. P. Phibbs Collooney, 
Sligo. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo): To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- | 
sioners have decided to purchase the 
estate of Mr. T. R. P. Phibbs, Heathfield, | 
Collooney, County Sligo ; is he aware that | 
there are on this estate a number of un- | 
economic holdings, and that the estate | 
comprises a considerable area of un- | 
tenanted land suitable for the enlarge- | 
ment of small holdings on the estate: 
has all the untenanted land been offered | 
by the vendor for sale to the Estates Com- | 
missioners, and have steps been taken | 
to secure an equitable distribution of it | 
amongst the occupiers of uneconomic | 
holdings ; and will he instruct the Com- 
missioners to give notice of the particulars 
of the proposed scheme of redistribution | 
of the untenanted portions to all con- | 
cerned before the sale is completed. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The estate 
of Mr. T. R. P. Phibbs is being sold by the 
owner direct to the tenants under Section 
1.; The estate has been inspected and the 
matter has been before the Estates Com- 
missioners for some time. There are 
several uneconomic holdings on the estate, 
and the Commissioners have been en- 





' the Post Office work is conducted. 


It 
appeared that in this case this rule has 
not been observed. It was also thought 
that the sub-postmistress was too old 
to continue to perform the duties satis- 
factorily, while it was found that very 
little use was made by the public of the 
post office at Killeenan. It was, there- 
fore, decided to close the office, an im- 
provement being made at the same time 
in the deliveries of the district. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer how 
much he estimates to receive into the Ex- 
chequer by the new regulations as to com- 
pulsory returns of income by individuals 


' and employers. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) No esti- 
mate can at present be formed of the 


| effect on the Revenue of the proposed 


new regulations. 
8 
Financial Reserve. 

Str EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state the present position 
and extent of the funds, gold, silver, gold 
bars, and silver ingots and securities 
jointly designated as the gold currency 
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reserve ; what was the total amount of | 
that fund on 31st March, and what pro- | 
portions thereof are held in India and 
Engand, respectively; and if it is 
intended that this reserve should be 
allowed to increase indefinitely, or is 
some automatic limit contemplated as to 
period or total amount. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The composition of the gold standard 
reserve on the 3lst March, 1907, was as 
follows :— 


In England. 


British Government securi- £ 
ties, worth at their then 


market values, about - 11,983,000 

In India. 
400 lakhs of rupees — - - 4,000,000 
Gold to the value of about - 300,000 
Total, about - - £16,283,000 


It is not intended to add to the amount 
held in rupees. As regards the invested 
portion, indefinite increase is not con- 
templated, but it is not desirable that 
further accumulation should be stopped 
for the present, and no decision has yet 
been arrived at as to the limit that should | 
be imposed. 


Gublaun Police. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the last occasion on 
which the police stationed at Gublaun, 
county Leitrim, were called on to exercise 
their official functions in the maintenance 
of peace in the district. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The last 
prosecution by the police at this station 
was for an offence committed on 14th 
November, 1906. 


Irish Grants-in-Aid—Deductions. 
Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can explain 
how the deductions of £8,464 12s. 9d. 
from Kildare County Council were appor- 
tioned between the Agricultural Grant, 
from which £5,507 4s. 6d. was withheld, 
and the Death Duty Grant, from which 
£2,957 8s. 3d. was withheld ; and how it | 
arises that only four counties in Ireland | 
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| Agricultural Grant. 


| Lieutenant 
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suffered by withdrawal of Agricultural 
Grant. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Death 


|Duty Grant is the first portion and the 


Agricultural Grant the second portion 
of the Guarantee Fund from which de- 
ductions are made in respect of a county’s 
liability for land purchase. The share of 
Kildare county in the instalment of the 
Death Duty Grant recently distributed 
amounted to £2,957 8s. 3d., and as this 
was not sufficient to discharge the 


|county’s liability the balance, namely, 


£5,507 4s. 6d., had to be taken from the 
In four other coun- 
ties the Death Duty Grant was like- 
wise insufficient and the remainder had 
to be taken from the Agricultural Grant, 
but in all the remaining counties the 
Death Duty Grant was more than enough. 


Kilmallock Labourers’ Cottages. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid). : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
of Ireland whether he is 
aware that certain difficulties have arisen 
in the Kilmallock rural district, and that 
disappointment has been caused to de- 
serving labourers in connection with the 
administration of the Labourers Act of 
last year; is it alleged on behalf of the 


‘labourers that the financial resources of 
| thedistrict council are not being employed 


to their full extent for the provision of 
cottages and allotments, together with 
the additional half acre for cottages 
already built ; has he received a resolu- 
tion from Mr. John Hogan, honorary 
secretary, East Limerick Committee of 
the Land and Labour Association, re- 
questing that he should receive a de- 
putation representative of the labourers’ 
organisation to discuss the defects in the 
Labourers’ Acts in their particular rela- 
tion to the Kilmallock rural districts ; 
will he state what action he intends to 
take in the matter; and whether he 
proposes to receive the deputation re- 
ferred to. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board have received some 
complaints as to the rejection by the 
rural district council of representations 
made by labourers, and have informed 
the persons who complained that it is 
open to them to attend the local inquiry 
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to the Board that any difficulties have 
arisen in the administration of the Act 
of last vear, or that the financial re- 
sources of the district council are not 
being emploved to their full extent. I 
received a letter from the local Irish 
Land and Labour Association, and replied 
that, before considering whether I could 
usefully receive a deputation, I should 
wish to be furnished with a _ written 
statement giving full particulars of the 
alleged defects to which they desire to 
call my attention. I have to-day re- 
ceived a statement on the subject, but 
have not vet had time to consider it. 


Ballinageeragh Disturbances. 

Mr. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the 4th instant two patrols 
of police from Ballinageeragh were at- 
tacked by a crowd in the course of their 
duty of serving summonses in a case 
where a woman had been assaulted for 
serving the police with milk ; whether the 
Constable Conboy is still detained in 
Macroom Hospital on account of injuries 
then received; whether the justices of 
the peace adjourned the case against the 
persons accused of this assault and 
released them on bail; and whether he 
has received the protests of the district 
inspector and the resident magistrate. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 am in- 
formed that the facts are substantially 
as stated. The accused were brought 
before local magistrates, who remanded 


them on bail to petty sessions on 19th | 


instant. They duly appeared at the 
sessions and were returned for trial at the 
next assizes. No protests have been 
made by the district inspector and resi- 
dent magistrate. 


Suffolk Artillery Militia Training. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
Prince of Wales’ Own Norfolk 
Garrison Artillery Militia, which is to 


train at Great Yarmouth from 20th May | 


to 8th June, and the Suffolk Artillery 
Militia, which will train at Harwich from 
the 10th to the 29th June. will each re- 
ceive the same amount of ammunition 
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und lay their case before the inspector. | 
No complaints, however, have been made | 


Royal | 
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for gun practice at their trainings as in 
former years. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
As gun practice has been dispensed with 
in the case of the Garrison Artillery 
Militia for the forthcoming training, no 
gun ammunition will be issued to those 
regiments. 


United States Pensions. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can inform the House what is 
the sum now paid for pensions by the 
Government of the United States; and 
what were the corresponding sums ten 
years ago, twenty years ago, and thirty 
years ago respectively. , 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
(rrey.) From the printed reports pub- 
lished by the United States Government. 
and therefore accessible to the hon. 
Member, it would appear that the sum 
paid for pensions during the financial 
year which ended on the 30th of June 
last was $141,034,561.77. 

The corresponding sums in the past 
were— 


1896 - - $138,220,704.46 
1886 - - §$64.091,142.90 
1876 - - $27,936,249 .53 


Punishment of Youthful Offenders. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, with reference 
to the Return of youthful offenders sen- 
tenced during the last three months of! 
1906, whether he will state, in the case of 
each of the following borough courts, how 
the children who were convicted and 
sentenced to a fine or imprisonment, and 
whose numbers in each borough are given 
below after the name of each borough. 
were subsequently dealt with, that is to 
say, how many paid the fine, how many 
did not pay but were released without 
being imprisoned after sentence, and how 
many were actually imprisoned through 
default of paving the fines or costs : Metro- 
politan Police Courts, 226; Liverpool, 
160; Newcastle-on-Tyne, 138; Sunder- 
land, 115 ; Bristol, 115; Birkenhead, 104: 
Sheffield, 91; South Shields, 85; Tyne- 
mouth, 73; Gateshead, 64 ; Nottingham, 
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36 
7 54; Birmingham, 46; St. Helens, 46: | Bolton, 0, what special measures they 
in Middlesbrough, 45; Warrington, 42; } have adopted to reduce the number of 
West Hartlepool, 38 ; Leeds, 37 ; Rother- children convicted and fined so far below 
ham, 33; Cardiff, 33; Potteries, Stipen- | that of other towns. 
é.) diarv Court, 31; Newcastle-under-Lyme, 
ith 27: Longton, 26; and whether he will (Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
TY inquire of the borough courts of Man- The figures I have obtained in answer to 
no chester, 12; Bradford, 0; West Ham, 3; the hon. Member’s Question are as 
se Hull. 9: Salford, 24: Leicester, 17; and follows— 
| | 
Number sentenced to fine or | ile bia 
imprisonment. isposal of persons fined. 
sk | | 
irs | ] | | - 
is | 3 . | @& js an oe 8. 
he sos Bs | | Allowed 
Police Court. | Imprison-| To pay | _ Imprison-| time to Other 
™ ment with-| fines with | Fines | ment at | pay, but cases, 
en | Total. | out option or without! paid. once in _jultimately| including 
ty of fine. | costs. | default of | im- those out- 
: | payment. | prisoned. | standing. 
| | 
———— ae | - 
rd : | 
he Metropolitan | | | 
" Police Courts - | 227 3 224 | 178 46 ate GE oan 
m= ' | 
mn. ' = ) aa = 
es Liverpool City - | 160 2 158 137 — |; 21 
ial ‘ | | 
Newcastle - upon- | | | 
a Tyne City —- | 138 — | 138 99 14 1 | 9 
| 
ist Sunderland | | 
Borough - -| 115 — | 115 114 1 — = 
| 
Bristol City-  - | 115 — | 115 | 108 _ - 7 
| | 
| 
ae | 
Borough - - | 59 a | 59 53 — 6 — 
r- Sheffield City -| 91 — | 91 86 1 — 4 
ite | | 
ce South Shields | | 
n- Borough - -| 85 — | & 80 — 3 yy 
of 
of Tynemouth | 
\N Borough - =p he ee | ae 6 bf == 1 3 
. | 
id :% | | 
id Gateshead Borough 64 — | 64 49 a not 15 
| | 
ie. | , | 
h. Nottingham City | 49 1 | 48 Not | — a 
rm | | known 
iV ae . | | 5 a 
at Birmingham City | 46 1 | 45 45 —_ —- | — 
| 
Ww . : 
ch St. Helens Borough) 46 — | 46 46 5 — —- | — 
’ | | 
O- . | | 
1 Middlesbrough | | 
: Borough - -| 45 — 45 38 _ ili i 7 
re g | | 
t: ' | 
a, Warrington | | 
Borough - -{| 42 | 1 | 41 a, = | o— | os 
Nn. 9 | | | j | 
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Number sentenced to fine or 


Disposal of persons fined. 

















imprisonment. 
aA. 2. “a or 5 Rows. 8. 
Police Court. ' | 
Imprison-| To pay Imprison- | Allowed Other 
Total, ment with-| fines with| pines | Mentat | timeto — cases, 
out option jor without} paid once in | pay, but including 
: paid. : 
of tine. costs. default of ultimately those out- 
payment. _im- standing. 
prisoned. 
| | | 
West Hartlepool | | | 
on | ~ | i P 
Borough - - 37 — | 8 | 35 | 2 —— — 
Leeds City - - 37 2 35 | 32 — 3 — 
Rotherham | 
Borough - - 33 — | 35 | 30 _ — 3 
| | 
Cardiff City- - 382 3 | 2 | 15 — 3 1] 
Staffordshire Pot- | | 
teries Stipen- 
diary District - 31 —_ 31 26 — 4 ] 
| 
= | 
Newcastle-under- 
Lyme Borough. =—_25 — | 2% | 15 — — 10 
1 | 
Longton Borough - ] by 7 — — _ a 
| 
Total - - 1,551 14 | 1,537 | 1,296 64 36 93 





+ In this instance the origina! return was incorrect, 25 of the 26 cases given in column 6 


being dismissed on payment of costs. 


Great care must, however, be used in 
drawing any inferences from these figures. 
Those relating to imprisonment include 
cases where defendants are sentenced to 
imprisonment for one day and are kept 
in police cells only till the court rises, 
a practice which is, I believe, very 
common, especially at the Metropolitan 





police courts. Again, at some of the 
courts mentioned above, the number of | 
children sentenced bears a much lower | 
proportion to the total population served 
by the courts than is the case at some 
of the courts mentioned in the latter 
part of the Question. At one court 
(Leeds), I am told, the only juvenile 
sent to prison had been three times before 
the court within the previous six months. 
At another (Sunderland), the only one 
sent to prison had previously been seven 





times before the court and has sub- 
sequently been sent to a_ reformatory 
school. At a third (Newcastle), all those 
sent to prison had been previously 
convicted several times. It would be 
impossible to give reasons why the 
number of juveniles convicted at some 
courts is so much lower than at others. 
This would depend, not only on the 
population and character of the district 
served by the court, but also on the action 


| of the police in bringing juveniles before 


it, and on the views of the individual 
magistrates forming the court with regard 
to the best means of dealing with such 
cases. 


High Sheriffs’ Expenses. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PHILIPPS 
(Southampton): To ask the Secretary 
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of State for the Home Department what 
allowances are made to the high sheriffs 
of counties and county boroughs for the 
expenses connected with elections and 
the entertainment of Judges and recorders. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) No 
allowances are made from public funds 
to the high sheriffs of counties and county 
boroughs for the expenses connected with 
elections or for the entertainment of 
Recorders. Allowances are made to them 
in respect of the expense incurred by 
them in providing lodgings for Judges of 
assizes. When Judges are engaged on the 
trial of election petitions, allowances are 
made to the sheriffs for the expense of 
their accommodation on the scale ex- 
plained in a Paper of which I will give 
the hon. and gallant Member a copy. 


Patility on H.M.S. “ Hyson.” 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department if his attention has 
been called to the death of a man named 
Meakin on board the s.s. “ Hyson” 
on 9th April last, by becoming entangled 
in the machinery of the ship’s winch, 
owing to the place where the man was 
working being obscured by escaping 
steam from the cylinders of the winch, 
and the boy in charge of the winch being 
inexperienced ; if so, if a breach of the 
dock regulations have been committed, 
what steps have been taken for such a 
breach; and what provision is being 
made to enforce the dock regulations. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
This Question was put to me yesterday 
by the hon. Member for Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness, and I replied as follows :—I have 
received a Report with regard to this | 
accident. No breach of Regulation 14, 
relating to exhaust steam, or of Regula- 
tion 16, fixing the age below which 
persons may be employed as_ winch 
drivers, appears to have been committed. 
The escape of steam that occurred in this 
case was due apparently to the blowing 
out of the packing glands. The immediate 
cause of the accident was the catching 
of the clothes of the deceased in the 
shaft of the winch. It has not been 
the custom, I understand to fence this 
part of the winch, which has not hitherto 
been regarded as dangerous, and the 


inspector states that no accident of the 
kind has occurred previously during the 
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eighteen months he has been in the 
district. I am, however, causing inquiry 
to be made as to whether it would be 
practicable to do so. I have already 
stated in reply to Questions in the House 
the steps which I have taken to strengthen 
the inspection of docks; in particular, 
the staff of the Liverpool district, where 
the accident occurred, has been increased 
by an additional inspector’s assistant. 
Liverpool Dock Regulations. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-Furness) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department what steps are being 
taken to enforce the penalties for breaches 
of the dock regulations in Liverpool in 


the following cases: s.s. ‘ Lewisham,” 
North King’s Dock, exhaust steam 


| obscuring the ship’s deck and quay on 
26th March; s.s. 


* Andalusia,” South 
| King’s Dock, no gangway, on 3rd April ; 

s.s. “ Ocean Prince, * North King’s Dock, 
exhaust steam, on 22nd April; ss. 
“ Fridtjof,” South King’s Dock, exhaust 
steam, on 22nd April; s.s. “‘ Carmelina,” 
South King’s Dock, exhaust steam ; 
which in all cases were so bad as entirely to 
obscure the decks and hatchways and 
quays where men were working, discharg- 
ing and loading cargo; and what measures 
he intends to take to prevent a recurrence 
of such breaches of regulations in the 
future. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Gladstone.) 
The hon. Member’s Question appeared 
on the Paper for the first time this 
morning, so I have not yet had time 
to ascertain the facts of the cases to 
which he refers. When I have done so 
I will communicate with him further. 


Irish Land Purchase—Borrowing Powers. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the provisions 
of Section 54 ofthe Irish Land Act 
of 1903, placing restrictions on the 
borrowing of money by purchasers on the 
security of their land; is he aware that 
these provisions drive borrowers to money 
lenders at oppressive rates for loans on 
personal security, and that judgments 
are then obtained by the money lenders 
and registered against the lands; that 
the section does not prevent judgment for 
any amount being so registered; has 
his attention been directed to the fact 


I 
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that the section prevents the prudent 
raising of money for improvement or 
stocking of the lands ; and will he advise 
that the section should be repealed. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) I must 
refer my hon. and learned friend to the 
Answer given by my right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland to an almost identical 
Question put by him on the 27th of 
February last.+ The section referred to 
was passed by Parliament with the general 
assent of all parties, and I do not think 
that there is any general demand for its 
repeal. I cannot, therefore, advise the 
Government to introduce a Bill for the 
purpose. 

Dublin Post Office. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he is aware that the proposed structural 
alterations in the Dublin post office have 
been temporarily abandoned, and that 
the present building is totally inadequate 
for the amount of business to be trans- 
acted ; and, in view of the fact that every 
reform asked for by the staff for the past 
five years has been postponed until the 
office is rebuilt, can he definitely state 
when the re-building is to be commenced. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) It 
is not the case that the proposed struc- 
tural alterations in the General Post Office 
in Dublin have been temporarily aban- 
doned. On the contrary a large exten- 
sion of the building has recently been 
sanctioned; but some minor points 
have still to be settled. I hope that the 
Board of Public Works will shortly be 
in a position to proceed with the 
preliminary arrangements for carrying 
out the work. 


Eastern District Office—Casual Sorters. 

Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General if the full-time casual 
sorters are being retained in the Eastern 
District Office, notwithstanding the notice 
terminating their engagement expired on 
Ist April, and that duly qualified officers 
are waiting for appointments ; and, if so, 
what is the reason for delay in making 
these appointments. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
hon. Member is mistaken in supposing that 
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notice was given to terminate the en- 
gagement on the Ist April of the full- 
time casual sorters in question. As I 
informed him, in reply to a Question 
on the same subject on the 5th ultimo, 
their employment is temporary, and will 
cease so soon as the permanent revision 
now under consideration is sanctioned ; 
but the arrangements in connection 
with the revision necessarily take time. 
Cootehill Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General at what 
hour each day is there a delivery at 
Dernakesh, Cootehill, national school ; 
and whether it would be possible to have 
a morning delivery for the convenience of 
the school and district, the extra cost 
being so small. 

(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
have called for a Report on this subject, 
and on its receipt I will send the hon. 
Member a reply. 


Luggage Insurance. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will state, for the 
last five years, the amount paid by 
passengers by rail for the insurance of 
personal luggage; the amount of in- 
surance paid on parcels forwarded by 
railways but not accompanying or be- 
longing to passengers; the amount of 
claims made against railway companies 
having termini in London; the amount 
of compensation paid in settlement of 
claims, distinguishing those for insured 
and uninsured passenger luggage; and 
if he will include this information in the 
annual Report and Returns made by his 
Department to Parliament. 

(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
particulars asked for by my hon. friend 
are not in the possession of the Board of 
Trade. The question whether it is 
desirable to obtain this information or 
any part of it for inclusion in the annual 
Railway Returns (Capital and Traffic) 
shall be referred to the Departmental 
Committee which is now considering the 
subject of Railway Returns and Accounts. 


Trade Statistics—Imports and Exports. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in reference to the tables on 
imports and exports at the prices_of 
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1900 recently issued, and in continuation | (Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
of a similar Paper of last year, any repre- | A further inquiry is being held to deter- 
sentations have been received by his | mine the extent of the alleged injury to 
Department upon the propriety of using { the lobster fishery in this neighbourhood ; 
the year 1900, when prices were con- | but so long as Portland retains its present 
siderably inflated, as a base year for his | importance as a naval station the un- 
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calculations ; and whether the results | restricted use of this area for firing practice 
would be appreciably affected if any other 
recent year had been chosen as a base 
year. 


(Answered by Mr. 


the nature referred to. 
is that which was used as a base year for 
a large number of the calculations with 
regard to British and Foreign trade and 


industry contained in the two fiscal | 


volumes and, therefore, seemed most 


convenient for the purposes of the Return | 
to which the hon. Member alludes. I | 


am advised that the choice of a base vear 
does not appreciably affect the results, 
and the year 1900 has obvious advan- 
tages as a starting point for a new series 
of statistical data of this kind. 


Average Prices. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he will 
give the relative average prices of im- 
ports and exports compared with the 
prices of 1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The | 


relative average values of import and | 


exports in 1906, as compared with 1900, 
can be calculated from the table on page 


5 of the Return. The results are as 


follows— 


Average values in 1906 expressed as a | 


percentage of the values in 1900 :— 


Imports - - - - - 103°3 

Exports of British produce - - 96°7 

Exports of Foreign and Colonial 
merchandise - - - - 113°8 


Target Practice on the South Coast. 


To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
can state the amount of injury caused by 
target practice between Weymouth and | 
St. Alban’s Head to the men engaged in | 
the lobster fishery on that part of the | 
South Coast ; and whether he will take | 
steps to amend the present conditions. | 


Lloyd-George.) 1 | 
am not aware of any representations of | 
The vear 1900 | 


| . pe . 
| drawn up as to the risks of infection of 
| foot-and-mouth disease which have in- 
| fluenced the Board of Agriculture in their 


| action, having regard to the actual dan- 


Mr. SCARISBRICK (Dorsetshire 8.) : | 


is indispensable. 


| The Landing and Slaughter of Animals 
in the Channel Islands. 

Sir WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): To ask the hon. Member for 
‘South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
in view of the fact that a means of increas- 
ing and improving the fresh and canned 
meat supply of the United Kingdom 
and checking the operations in this 
| country of the Beef Trust of the United 
States, is prohibited by the action of the 
‘Board with regard to the scheme for 
establishing a foreign animals’ wharf and 
abbatoirs in Alderney, whether he will 
state what steps he proposes to take. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
iI am unable to add anything to the 
Answer which I gave to my hon. frierd 
the Member for the Cirencester Division 
| on this subject on the 12th ultimo.+ The 
establishment of a wharf at Alderney for 
'the landing and slaughter of animals 


| which are not allowed to be brought to 


| Great Britain on account of the danger 
| of the introduction of disease is open to 
| grave objection, and we are not prepared 
/in any way to countenance the proposal. 
Sir WILLIAM BULL: To ask the hon. 
| Member for South Somerset, as represent- 


‘ing the President of the Board of Agri- 


| culture, whether he will cause an inquiry 


to be made into the scheme, and a Report 


gers which already exist in the Channel 
Islands, of which the Board takes no 
notice. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
I see no reason for the institution of any 
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farther inquiry into the proposals to! 


which the hon. Member refers. We are 
under a statutory obligation to prohibit 
the landing of animals brought from 
countries in which foot-and-mouth disease 
exists, and we are not prepared to 
countenance in any way the reception of 
such animals in the Channel Islands for 
slaughter there. The measures taken for 


the prevention of the introduction of. 


disease into those islands are in some 
respects even more stringent than our own, 
and, so long as this is the case, we should 
not be justified in prohibiting the importa- 
tion of animals therefrom, subject of 
course to the safeguards set out in the 
existing Orders on the subject. 


Continental Agriculture. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether he has any statistics 
showing the proportionate extent of land 
uider crops in France, Germany, and 
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Belgium, as compared with Great Britzin 
and Ireland. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
I presume that by the expression “ under 
crops’ my hon. friend means cultivated 
or farmed land, including permanent 
pasture. The Returns for the countries 
named are not strictly comparable owing 
to differences of classification, and in the 
case of France and Germany the annual 
Returns are not complete, and the latest 
years for which full figures are available 
are 1892 and 1900, respectively. More- 
over the Returns for France and Germany 
include holdings of all sizes, while those 
for Belgium exclude holdings of less than 
one hectare and those for Great Britain 
exclude holdings of 1 acre or less. Sub- 
ject to these qualifications the following 
table gives the information asked _ for. 
The area under crops and grass include 
as far as possible all arable land and all 
grass land, whether vielding a hay crop 
or used for grazing stock. 








Great Britain. Ireland. Belgiuin. France. Germany. 
1905. 1905. 1904. 1892. 1S90, 
(1) Total area, acres 56,787,590 20,710,589 7,277,000 | 130,374,482 135,585,000 


(2) Area under crops 


and grass (in- 
cluding rough 
grazings) - - 


(4) Percent. - : 79°3 


45,049,931 15,262,949 4,322,505] 8 


73:7 


86,586,831 


59°4 64°35 








Customs Watchers Overtime Pay. 

Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford) : To ask 
theSecretary to the Treasury whether, with 
regard to the rates of overtime pay of 
Customs watchers, he can say what is the 
rate of overtime paid to employees in the 
Post Office, His Majesty’s Stationery 
Office, and other Government Depart- 
ments in London, who are in receipt of 
24s. per week; whether there are any 
other Government employees in London 
getting 24s. per week, except the Customs 
watchers, who are paid at the same rate 
per hour for overtime as they are paid for 
their ordinary daily attendance; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of introducing the rate of 8d. per hour for 


watchers who are employed at 24s. a week 
in London, so as to bring the overtime 
regulations in the Customs Department 
into line with that of other Government 
Departments in this respect. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I do not 
think any useful purpose would be 
served by a detailed comparison of 
overtime rates such as the hon. Member 
suggests. The duties of the watchers are 
not comparable with those of the other 
classes referred to. As I stated in reply 
to the hon. Member on the 12th instant, 
the question has been considered, and the 
Board of Customs are unable to recom- 
mend an increase of the rate. The 
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Treasury, having regard to other recent 
concessions to the watchers, concur in 
that view. 


‘ 
. 


Civil Service Estimates, Class 3, Vote 14. 
Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath N.): To 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he will | 


supply details of the sum of £7,000 in the 
Civil Service Estimates, Class 3, Vot> 14, 
Subhead F ; and, if not, will he state why 
details are withheld. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 1 do 
not think it would be practicable to give 
more detail under this sub-head, as it 
is impossible to say beforehand in what 
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class of cases fees to counsel will be re- 
quired. 
Poor Law Children. 

Mr. W. PRIESTLEY (Bradford, E.) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will state the number 
of Poor Law children who, on Ist Janu- 
ary last, were resident in the work- 
houses and workhouse infirmaries of 
London and the provinces respectively ; 
and if he will state in both instances 
the number who were over three years 
of ag- 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) On 
the Ist January, 1907, the numbers of 
pauper children relieved in workhouses 
and workhouse infirmaries in England 
and Wales were as follows :— 





Number of Number of | 





(a) Not including insane and idiots— 


(1) In workhouses, otherwise than 
in infirm wards - - - 


(2) In infirm wards or infirmaries 


(b) Insane and idiots in workhousest - 





children Children 
chargeable to | chargeable to | 
Poor Law Poor Law | Total. 
Unions in Unions outside | 
London. London. | 
| 
| 
| 
1,046 13,630 | 14,67 
2,045 4,645 | 6,690 
14 302 | 316 
3,105 18,577. | 21,682 








+ There were also 132 children chargeable to 
children in the imbecile asylums belonging to the 


The number of children over three years 
of age chargeable to Poor Law unions 
in London in the workhouses on the 5th 
January last was 446, and in infirmaries, 
1,004. 
to the rest of England and Wales is not 
available. 


Imports of Plain Spirits. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what was 


London unions in district sick asylums, and 797 
managers of the Metropolitan Asylum District. 


the amount of plain spirit imported 
during the last twenty years into the 
United Kingdom on which duty has beea 
paid. 


Similar information with regard 


_ (Answered by Mr. Asquith.)  State- 
'ment of the quantities of plain spirits 
imported into the United Kingdom 
| during the last twenty calendar years, 
|and the quantities on which duty ha; 


‘been paid in each of those years :— 
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| Quantities entered for Home Consumption. 
| ~-— - — + - 
| For Methyla- 
tion and for Art 
Years, | Imports. Not for or Manufacture Total 
Methylation. | on which the otal, 
5 differential duty 
has been paid. 
Proof Gallons. Proof Gallons. | Proof Gallons. Proof Gallons 
1887 - - 2,340,078 1,397,008 526,456 1,923,464 
1888 - - 2,956,759 1,576,616 908,717 2,485,333 
1889 - - 3,199,470 1,732,571 1,023,157 2,755,728 
1890 - - 2,929,096 1,455,090 1,305,801 2,760,891 
1891 - - 1,639,895 886,580 656,059 1,542,639 
1892 - - 1,591,123 824,542 520,227 1,344,769 
1893 - . 1,727,786 1,131,172 422,693 1,553,865 
18¢4 - - 2,028,070 1,168,463 617,704 1,786,167 
1895 - - - 1,517,278 1,278,768 95,402 1,374,170 
1896 - - 1,329,500 1,292,428 35,879 1,328,307 
1897 - - - 1,367,960 1,268,941 6,514 1,275,455 
1898 - - - 1,015,793 986,406 1,376 987,782 
1899 - - - 1,258,368 1,119,320 8,573 1,127,893 
1900 - - - 1,429,910 1,225,614 61,708 1,287,322 
1901 - . - 2,001,994 1,456,184 380,555 1,836,739 
1902 - - 3,184,729 1,622,260 1,422,809 ) 
+i 63,045,297 
For Art or Manufacture | — — 228 } 
| | 
1903 - + + «=| 1,907,099 | 1,476,712 411,949 ) | 
-| 1,890,425 
For Art or Manufacture — 1,764 ) | 
| 
1904 - - - - | 465,713 417,016 15,145 ) 
$34,962 
For Art or Manufacture — 2,801 } 
1905 : - - - 239,265 203,176 24 ) 
| 206,777 
For Art or Manufacture = — Sey ya 
1906 - - - - 451,108 383,791 — ) 
if 387,224 
For Art or Manufacture | ~- — 3,433 
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Longfield Estate, Ballyclough. | 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether the Estates Com- | 
missioners instructed their inspector to | 
visit and report upon the Longfield | 
estate, at Ballyclough, and adjacent | 
district, county Cork; are they aware | 
that Inspector William Small neglected | 
to give notice to or call upon the evicted | 
tenant, Denis Lehane, whose application | 
is before the Commissioners ; and what | 
explanation the inspector has to offer | 
in regard to his neglect to visit Lehane’s 
former holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners inquired last year | 
into the case of Denis Lehane, and were 
informed by the landlord that the evicted 
holding now forms part of his demesne, 
and that he does not propose to sell it. 
The Commissioners apprised Lehane ac- | 
cordingly, and informed him that his 
case will be inquired into when they are 
dealing with the sale of the estate. In 
the circumstances the Commissioners | 
did not consider it necessary to instruct 
their inspector to visit the holding. 


Geevagh Disturbance. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
band belonging to the district of Geevagh, 
situate near Ballyfarnon, county Sligo, 
whilst out for practice on St. Patrick’s 
day, was deliberately fired on by a man 
named Conlon; and that a policeman, 
who was present, seized the gun, but | 
afterwards gave it up to Conlon, who 
fired a second shot at the crowd; and, 
if so, whether the authorities mean to 
prosecute this man. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that | 
on the occasion referred to a band and | 
its followers passed near the house of a 
man named Conlon, hooting and groan- 
ing with the apparent object of intimi- | 
dating him. Conlon’s son rushed out 
with a gun, but did not fire. The gun | 
was taken from him by a policeman. | 
After the band had passed on the police- | 
man returned the gun, and subsequently 
a shot was fired in the air from Conlon’s | 
house, apparently in bravado. The 
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band was a quarter of a mile away at 
the time. It is not intended to insti- 
tute a prosecution in the case. 


Loughry Manor, Tyrone. 

Mr. KETTLE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland when, and in what manner, the 
land and buildings known as Loughry 
Manor, situated near Cookstown, county 
Tyrone, were acquired by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical In- 
struction; and what use, if any, has 


/been made of them since they were 


acquired. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The De- 
partment of Agriculture received pos- 
session of Loughry Manor in the summer 
of last year, having acquired it by pur- 
chase in the superior courts. The 
property was acquired for the purpose 
of establishing a school of rural domestic 
economy for girls in the North of Ireland. 
The work of adapting the house to the 
required purpose is now about to be 
carried out. It was not possible to 
undertake this work at an earlier date, 
but it is hoped that the school will be 


ready to receive pupils next winter. 


Belfast Police Inquiry. 
Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): To 


'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether at the 
police inquiry held in the city of Belfast 
in June 1906, to examine into the con- 
ditions of the local force, a Sergeant 
Kerrigan, an officer of over eighteen 
years meritorious and unblemished ser- 
vice, testified to the injustice done to 
Catholic members of the force by the 
promotion, over their heads, of Protes- 
tants whose records did not entitle them 
to such advancement ; whether, in spite 
of such being the case, his evidence was 


' over-ruled : whether since that time he 


has been debarred from all promotion by 


| the action he then took,although sergeants 


several years his junior in rank and 
service have been promoted, with much 
less favourable records; and whether 
he will communicate with the Inspector- 
General as to the particulars of Kerrigan’s 
case, with a view to a settlement of the 


'claim he makes in regard to the treat- 


ment meted out to him because of 
his being a Catholic. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that 
Sergeant Kerrigan’s evidence contained 
a suggestion to the effect mentioned in 
the first part of the Question, but that 
the suggestion is quite without founda- 
tion. Since the date of the inquiry two 
sergeants only have been promoted to 
the rank of head constable in Belfast, 
and these were senior to Sergeant Kerrigan 
both as regards service in the force and 
service in the rank of sergeant. The 
Inspector-General informs me that neither 
Sergeant Kerrigan nor any other police 
witness has been injuriously affected by 
the evidence which he gave. The sergeant 
has made neither claim nor complaint to 
the effect suggested in the last paragraph, 
and the Inspector-General assures me 
that the suggestion is entirely un- 
warranted, , 


Downpatrick Fairs. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a resolution passed by the 
Downpatrick Rural District Council, 
against Belfast dealers displaying goods for 
sale on fair days in that town on the 
pretence that it was done to avoid the 
spread of spotted fever; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the Downpatrick 
‘ouncil gave no evidence to support 
their contention, and the fact that 
dealers from Belfast have been injured 
in their business, he will call upon the 
council to justify their resolution or 
withdraw it. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Down- 
patrick Town Commissioners passed a 
resolution requesting the Downpatrick 
Rural District Council to take steps to 
prevent old clothes from being brought 
for sale into the town. The district 
council thereupon inquired from the 
Local Government Board whether they 
had power to comply with the request, 
and were informed in reply that the 
Board were not aware of any enactment 
giving such power except in the case of 
infected articles. I have no authority 
to do what the hon. Member suggests. © 


Licensing Bill. 
Mr.,FETHERSTONHAUGH : To ask 
the, Prime Minister if he is yet in a position 
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to state whether the measure of licensing 
reform, referred to in His Majesty’s 
Speech, will be introduced during the 
present session ; and, if so, is he yet in a 
position to state approximately when it 
is intended to introduce it. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) I cannot vet say anything on this 
question 


Sheriff Court Procedure. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask the Prime Minister 
whether in view of the desire in Scotland 
for a measure of reform in Sheriff Court 
procedure, he can now say when it is 
proposed to move the Second Reading of 
the Sheriff Court Civil Procedure Bill. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) As soon as possible after the Small 
Holders’ Bill has been sent to the Scottish 
Committee. 


—-—— 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
The Coastguard. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the men who had ben employed 
on the seventy coastguard _ stations, 
reported as having been done away with 
on 21st November, 1906, have been dis- 
missed irom the service ; and, if so, what 
men are to fill their places as Reserve for 
the Poyal Navy. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIK- 
ALTY (Mr. EpmMunpd Ropexrtson, Dun- 
dee): No men have been dismissed from 
the coastguard service in consequence of 
the abolition of the stations reterred to. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Then what has happened to the men ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: They 
are still in the service. 


German Battleships. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
having regard to the fact that the latest 
official Return, presented to Parliament 
last May, described the German battle- 
ships ordered as having only eight 
ll-inch guns as compared with ten 
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12-inch in the “Dreadnought,” and 
further described the German armoured 
cruiser as of 14,760 tons displacement, 
whether the Board have received any 
authentic information showing an increase 
in the programme as regards the arma- 
ment and size of the ships of the German 
1906 and 1907 programmes, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 


Answer is in the negative. 


The Mediterranean Fleet. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that though the Mediterranean 
Fleet consists of only six battleships, the 
newly -appointed Commander - in - Chief, 
Vice-Admiral Sir Charles Drury, has been 
given the acting rank of Admiral with 
corresponding pay and emoluments, and 
his second-in-command, Rear-Admiral 
Prince Louis of Battenburg, has been 
given the acting rank of Vice-Admiral ; 
whether he is aware that, in days when 
there was no third flag-officer to assist 
with the cruisers, and the number of 
battleships was as many as twelve to 
fourteen, or at least 100 per cent. more, 
with far greater responsibilities, no such 
acting rank was given ; and whether the 
Board will explain what efficiency and 
economy is hoped for from the change. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
arrangements alluded to were approved 
by the Board on the 6th December, 1904, 
as part of the scheme by which the sea- 
going establishment of superior officers 
was settled for war purposes. The 
scheme is independent of changes in the 
allocation and distribution of the strength 
of the fleets and squadrons, and was in 
fact introduced concurrently with a 
reduction in the strength of the 
Mediterranean Fleet to accord with the 
political and strategical requirements of 
the time. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Is it not the case 
that under the scheme of 1904 the Rear- 
Admiral remained Rear-Admiral, where- 
as Prince Louis of Battenburg becomes 
Vice-Admiral ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
understand the arrangement was that 
this should become a Vice-Admiral’s 
appointment. 
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Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
‘to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the pledge recently 
given by the Viceroy of India that no 
legislation in the direction of widening 
the powers and responsibilities of the 
Legislative Councils would be undertaken 
before the public in India and at home 
have had ample opportunity for an ex- 
pression of opinion on the proposals, and 
in view also of the fact stated by the 
Viceroy that these proposals are fraught 
with great possibilities, he will give this 
House an opportunity of examining and 
discussing the proposals before any 
scheme of legislatiun is finally decided 
upon. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs) : 
If legislation in the Imperial Parliament 
should prove to be necessary, the Govern- 
ment would follow the ordinary course 
and would submit their proposals in a 
Bill or Bills. We should not ask 
Parliament to accept our measures with- 
out full time being given to collect 
opinion at home and in India. 


Arbuthnot and Company’s Bankruptcy 


Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
is aware that, in connection with the 
insolvency of Messrs. Arbuthnot and Com- 
pany, of Madras, a vigilance committee 
has been set on foot consisting of some 
of the most prominent citizens ; that this 
vigilance committee have publicly stated 
in these words that there is an evident 
desire in high quarters in Madras to screen 
the offenders from the consequences of 
their criminal negligence and fraudulent 
practices ; that an expert opinion, uncon- 
nected with Madras, has been obtained 
by the vigilance committee to the effect 
that the whole report of the auditor 
discloses an organised fraud from the 
start ; and whether, in view of these 
facts and of the further fact that the 
disclosures have, in the words of the 
committee, rudely shaken the belief of 
the Indian people in British probity and 
honour, he will consent to a_ public 
inquiry by the Crown into the whole 
of the circumstances of the insolvency, 
independently of the proceedings of the 
local Insolvency Court. 
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Mr. MORLEY: The inquiry in the 
Insolvency Court, which is presided over 
by an Indian Judge of the High Court, 
will afford full opportunities for investi- 
gating the allegations referred to in the 
(Question, and, as I have stated before, I 
see at present no reason to institute a 
separate inquiry. 


Questions. 


Bengal Educational Staff. 

Mr. McCALLUM (Paisley) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he. 
will state the number of members of the 
Indian Educational Service in Bengal as it 
stood in 1900 and 1906, and the propor- 
tion of Indians to Europeans in both 
cases. 


Mr. MORLEY: The number of 
members of the Indian Educational 


Service in Bengal on Ist January, 1900, 
was twenty-six, of whom four were 
natives of India; on Ist January, 1906, 
the number was thirty-two, of whom four 
were natives of India. 


Mr. McCALLUM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India how many 
appointments have been made to the 
Indian Educational Service in Bengal 
during the last five years ; how many of 
the gentlemen so appointed have been of 
Indian nationality ; how many of them 
are now filling offices which, five years 
ago, were filled by Indian members of 
the Education Department; and how 
many are holding newly-created posts. 

Mr. MORLEY: Since January, 1902, | 
eight appointments (including one for 
temporary work) have been made to the | 
Indian Educational Service in Bengal. 
None of the gentlemen appointed were 
natives of India. One post held by a 
native of India in 1902 has ceased to be 
so held owing to the retirement of the 
incumbent. ‘The vacancy has been filled 
by the appointment of a European, who, 
however, is employed on different duties. 
Three of the officers enumerated hold 
posts created since 1902. I would 
remind the hon. Member of the very full 
Answer that I gave him last Thursday,+ 
to which I may add that three appoint- | 
ments to be held by Indians were created 
last year in the Provincial service in 
Bengal. 


+ See (4) Debates, clxxii, 1125. 
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Indian Railway Board. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it is proposed to 
appoint any native of India to sit on the 
Committee of Inquiry into the system 
under which the Indian Railway Board 
now works, and other matters connected 
with the working of railways in India ; 
and, if not, whether, in view of the 
interest of the people of India in the 
efticient and economic administration of 
the railways constructed in their country, 
he will reconsider his decision in this 
matter. 


Mr. MORLEY: I fully recognise the 
interest of Indians in the economical and 
efficient administration of the railways 
which are of unique importance to all 
classes of the community. But the scope 
of the inquiry calls rather for expert and 
intimate knowledge of the direction of 
railway companies and the conditions 
and methods of the money market, and 
this is amply afforded by the gentlemen 
who have consented to serve. I have no 
doubt whatever that the Committee will 
take every opportunity of consulting 
representative Indian opinion. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
Is it not the fact that the capital with 
which these railways were built was 
sent out from England ¢ 


Mr. MORLEY : Some may have been. 


Calcutta Improvements. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India what is the 
present position of the scheme for the 
improvement of Calcutta; whether the 
Committee which has been lately dis- 
cussing the question in Calcutta was 
entirely composed of members of the 
Indian Civil Service and held its meet- 
ings in private ; and, if so, whether, see- 
ing that the bulk of the cost will have to 
be met by the residents of the city, it is 
intended to permit them to have an op- 
portunity of expressing their views before 
the scheme is finally sanctioned. 


Mr. MORLEY: I understand that 
the opinions of the Calcutta Corporation 
and other local bodies on the provisional 
improvement scheme are under the con- 
sideration of the Government of Bengal. 
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I have seen a statement in the Calcutta | 
papers that in February last the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor convened an informal 
conference to consider the subject, in 
which the Government of India, the 
Bengal Government, the Corporation of 
Calcutta, and the mercantile community 
were represented. I have no knowledge 
of any other Committee. I cannot say 
at this stage what steps will be taken to 
consult the public on the conclusions 
which may be finally arrived at by the 
Government of Bengal, but public criti- 
cism of the provisional scheme was in- 
vited in 1905. 


Australia—Old Age Pensions and 
Expenditure on Defence. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): I | 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State | 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been called to the estimate by the 
recent Australian Royal Commission on 
Old Age Pensions that the annual cost 
to the Commonwealth of a general system 
of old age pensions would be £1,500,000 ; 
what is the sum now expended annually 
by the Commonwealth on military and | 
naval defence; and what would that 
sum be if the inhabitants of Australia 
bore the same burden per head for their 
own defence, and for the defence of the 
Empire, as is borne by the inhabitants 
of the United Kingdom. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I have 
seen the estimate referred to. The ex- 
penditure in Australia on military and 
naval defence is rather over £1,000,000 
a year, and would be about £6,000,000 
if the payment per head of the population 
were the same as in this country. 


Colonial Conference and Preferential 
Trading. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will issue to the public 
the memoranda on preferential trading 
which are to be submitted to the | 
Colonial Conference ; and, if so, when. 
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the Conference itself, and no final 
decision has yet been taken. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman, whom I beg to con- 
gratulate on receiving his Privy Coun- 
cillorship, whether it would be convenient 
that at the end of eich week's proceed- 
ings the summary which the Conference 
has decided to publish should be issued 
to this House with the Votes ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL : A verbatim record 
is being kept of everything that passes at 
the Council, and it will be for the 


| Conference itself to decide whether that 


record shall be published. It seems very 
probable that the Conference will decide 
that it shall be published. Meanwhile 
daily summaries are published in a 
shorter form. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man suggests that these summaries 
should be issued weekly with the Votes 
in a compendious form instead of in the 
form in which they are issued. to the 
newspapers, I should like to bring that 
desire to the notice of the Secretary of 
State, who, I have no doubt, will wish to 
give effect to it. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
asked if the decision concerning the 
publication of the summaries was come 
to by vote. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the proposal 
was arrived at unanimously—without the 
necessity for a vote. 


Mr. HUNT: I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether the Government object 
to the proceedings and debates in the 
present Colonial Conference on the 
question of Imperial preferential trade 
being freely reported day by day for the 
use of the Press, so that the people of the 
Empire may know as much about thero 
as they do about the important questions 
which are debated in the House of 
Commons. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 


|LORD or tue TREASURY (Sir H. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Perhaps I may 
be allowed to answer this Question. As 
has been stated already the question of 
publication of the proceedings of the | 
Colonial Conference and of the papers | 
laid before it is one for consideration by | 


_ CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 


My right hon. friend the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies had, I thought, 
sufficiently answered this Question. As 
I informed the hon. Member on Monday, 
it is entirely for the Conference itself to 
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decide how far it will give publicity to its 
proceedings. This applies to the entire 
range of questions discussed, and therefore 
includes the question of preferential 
trade. 


Mr. HUNT: May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to answer the Question: Does 
he or does he not object to having the 
debates fully reported ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have already said it is entirely in the 
hand of the Conference. 


Mr. HUNT: I press for an Answer. 
I have had no Answer yet. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It would be indecent for me to say 
whether we objected or not, when it is in 
the hands of the Conference, and we wish 
to leave them free. 


Macedonia. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD — (Middlesex, 
Brentford) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
Reports have been received from the 
inspectors of the Macedonian Financial 
Commission upon the condition of the 
villages aud towns in the interior ; and, 
if so, whether he will include such 
Reports when papers are laid upon the 
subject. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
GreY, Northumberland, Berwick): It is 
hoped to lay papers very soon dealing 
with the condition of the Macedonian 
Vilayets. These papers will include 
despatches from Mr. Harvey, the British 
Delegate on the Financial Commission, as 
well as from His Majesty’s Consular 
Agents. 


Turkish Customs Duties. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he is able to state what 
is the present position of the negotiations 
with respect to the proposed increase of 
the Turkish Customs duties. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The Protocol 
by which the assent of the Powers to the 3 
per cent. increase is to be conveyed was 
to have been signed on Monday last, but 
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the signature has been postponed in con- 
sequence of a difficulty which has arisen 
in connection with the execution of the 
new Customs regulations. 


The Bahr el-Ghazal. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will state the date upon which 
the Congolese troops evacuated the 
Soudanese Bahr-el-Ghazal, in accordance 
with the terms of the Anglo-Belgian 
Convention. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: Instructions 
were sent by the Congo Government to 
the Commandant at Lado on 8th April, to 
evacuate all Congolese posts in the 
Bahr-el-Ghazal. J am not aware whether 
these instructions have yet been fully 
carried out. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman state the date on which tlie 
Convention was entered into, and the 
reason for the delay ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: | have given 
the date at least once, and have explained 
that the actual date of evacuation must 
depend to a great extent on the season of 
the year and climatic conditions. 


Canadian Tariffs. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in the event of a treaty being 
concluded between Canada and a foreign 
country bringing into operation the 
Canadian intermediate tariff in regard 
to that country, it would be a con- 
travention of such treaty to lower the 
preferential tariff in the absence of any 
stipulation providing for the freedom of 
action of Canada in respect of such tariff. 


Sm EDWARD GREY : As I informed 
the hon. Member on the 18th instant, 
the grant of the intermediate tariff to 
any foreign country would not prevent 
the Canadian Government from altering 
the British preferential tariff in the 
future. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what are the proper channels for negotia- 
tions between Canada and Foreign 
Powers; and whether anyone is, at 
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present, entrusted with plenipotentiary Persia and Germany. 
or other powers to conduct, on behalf of Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Canada, direct negotiations with such | Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
foreign countries. | whether he has any official information 
/from the British Minister at Teheran 
Sir EDWARD GREY: The proper | showing that a close working arrange- 
channels for negotiations between Canada | ment has_ recently been established 
and Foreign Powers are His Majesty’s | through the activity of the German 
Diplomatic Representatives abroad, in- | Minister at Teheran between the Ger- 
structed by His Majesty’s Government, | man Orient Bank of Berlin and the 
who may associate with them any agent | National Bank of Persia in Teheran. 
selected by the Canadian Government, 
should that Government desire it. The | Sir EDWARD GREY: Reports as to 
answer to the second part of the question | German assistance in the establishment 
is that no special powers or instructions | of a National Bank have reached His 
of the kind suggested have been issued, | Majesty’s Minister at Teheran, but they 
but His Majesty’s Representative at | have so far not been confirmed. 
Washington has for some time been | 
engaged in the discussion of outstanding Eeyst. 


SS Oe a Se ee: ie 
umberland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : whether a number of officials have been 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | Secened, = rien might trou the 
Susskie Sti whew be tac now | of the Egyptian Government for 
received any reply to the inquiry which proolliccoaged of misconduct, but solely = 
he has addressed to His Majesty’s Em- Britieh on — — re - 
bassy at Constantinople with reference | edn, gear fore _ . ” meres 
to the concession of the oil deposits in | nese, and — he has sanctioned 
Mesopotamia granted by the Turkish ee ee 
Government on the 4th-17th July, 1904, : 7 > 1PpEV. ; 
to Mr. K. Zander, as representing the. oa Hestonho a GREY: - venilicens 
German financial group interested in the |“W*T® OF any such at ate 
proposed Baghdad Railway ; and whether 
this concession is still in force. 


Mesopotamia Oil Concession. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
make inquiries as to whether such cases 
had occurred. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: There is no | 
information available to the effect that 
the contract to which the hon. Member 
refers is still in force. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The Question 
of the hon. Gentleman seems to imply a 
Mr. BOWLES: Has any reply been | general censure on appointments and dis- 
received to the inquiry ? . | missals in the Egyptian service. I have 

| no reason to suppose that such a Question 

, Sc ar ttt da __ | is justified, and there is no reason for me 
ume ba eve GREY: Yes. I have bien inquiries. 


Registered Companies in the United The Soudan. 
States. | Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead) : I beg to | ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign | Affairs whether Christian missions in the 
Affairs if he can state the number of | southern portion of the Soudan are being 
companies registered in the United States | actively promoted by the Government 
for the year 1906, and the amount of | there, notwithstanding that the popu- 
their nominal capital. lation of the northern portion of that 
province is declared by Lord Cromer to 
Sir EDWARD GREY: I have no | be almost entirely Moslem, and that 
information on the subject, but I will | Christian propaganda is there expressly 
ascertain whether it is available. forbidden, excepting in Khartoum ; 
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whether, in view of the danger of this 
artificial division of the Soudan into two 
contrasted portions, and in order to 
obviate the risks of sanguinary conflict 
amongst a people just emerging from 
barbarism, he will direct that the official 
promotion of Christian missions in the 
Southern Soudan shall cease. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I have no 
information beyond that contained in 
Chapters 6, 43, and 56 of Lord Cromer’s 
Annual Report for 1906, and in previous 
Reports which have been published. And 
I am not aware of any circumstances 
which require such intervention as the 
hon. Member suggests. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : The right 
hon, Gentleman has not directly answered 
the last paragraph of my Question. 


Sir EDWARD GREY replied that the 
Government of the Soudan were perfectly 
aware of the danger which was referred 
to in Lord Cromer’s Report and there was 
therefore no reason for further inquiry. 


Syrians in the Egyptian Civil Service. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what is the total number of 
Syrians in the Civil Service of the 
Egyptian and the Soudan Governments 
respectively ; and what proportion their 
average salary bears to the average 
salary of Egyptians employed by those 
Governments. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have no in- 
formation as to the number of Syrians 
who may be employed in the Civil Ser- 
vices of Egypt and the Soudan, nor as to 
their salaries. 


Egyptian Civil Service—Board of 
Selection. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state what are the 
names and qualifications of the members 
of the board, described by Lord Cromer 
in his Report for 1904, page 61, as 
making the selection of candidates for 
the Egyptian Civil Service; by whom 
they were nominated ; for what period of 
time, and at what salary; how often, 
since its constitution, the board has met ; 
what are the names of the candidates 
who have been selected by the board ; 
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and what are the posts to which they 
have been appointed. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I will inquire 
what the present composition of the 
board is, and I will ask for as much of 
the other information as is easily obtain- 
able. 


Great Britain and Russia and Persia. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what is the present state of the negotia- 
tions between Great Britain and Russia 
with respect to their respective spheres 
of influence in Persia ; and whether there 
is any prospect of an immediate agree- 
ment being arrived at. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: [am not ina 
position tc make any statement as to the 
nature of any negotiations respecting 
Persia. 


Hague Conference—British Government. 

Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is able, in view of the 
interest in the subject and the perplexity 
caused by conflicting public statements, 
to indicate what will be the initial atti- 
tudeof the Government at the forthcoming 
Hague Conference towards the proposed 
limitation of armaments. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: The instrue- 
tions to be given to the British Pleni- 
potentiaries are at present under 
consideration. I am unable to make any 
statement on the subject, and in view of 
the fact that the wishes and intentions of 
other Governments have to be considered, 
it is possible that any further statement 
of the proposals of one Government would 
give rise to the perplexity which my hon. 
friend deprecates. 


Freedom of the Press in Egypt. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if his attention has been called to 
the language used by certain of the 
newspapers in Egypt in their references 
to the authorities and the Government ; 
and whether, having regard to the condi- 
tion of affairs there, he will consider the 
advisability of modifying the freedom of 
the Press, to the advantage of Egypt and 
its Government. 





—_ ae @ ot oe oe 


a 


-~ 2) ‘a eee 


7, — * 


268 


hey 


lire 
the 

of 
\in- 


the 
irs 
tla- 
sia 
res 
ere 
ee- 


na 
she 


ng 


nt. 


en 
he 
ity 
its, 


ng 
ed 


1C- 
ni- 
ler 
ny 

of 

of 
ad, 
nt 
ld 


eg 
on 
to 
he 
8S 
oS 
li- 
he 
of 
id 





269 Questions. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I must refer 
the hon. Member to Chapter 4 of Lord 
Cromer’s Annual Report for 1906, where 
he will find a much fuller statement than 
can be conveyed in an Answer to a 
Question. It is not proposed to alter the 
policy there advocated. 


Old Age Pensions. 

Min. HAROLD COX (Preston) : I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the unanimous recommendation of the 
Australian Royal Commission upon Old 
Age Pensions, to the effect that a penalty 
should be imposed for supplying an old 
age pensioner with intoxicating drink ; 
and whether His Majesty’s Ministers 
have yet considered any plan for dealing 


with the danger indicated by this 
recommendation. 
THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. AsquiTH, Fifeshire, E.) : 
In dealing with the question of old age 
pensions no relevant consideration will 
be left out of account. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) asked if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would consider the desirability of 
conferring local veto powers on the 
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people so that zones of safety might be | 


provided for the pensioners described in 
the Question. 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
has made any calculations as to the 
number of persons of the industrial 


classes who would benefit under an old | 


age pensions scheme which was started 
on a nucleus of £2,250,000. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have not thought 
it necessary to make any such calcula- 
tions. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 


quer whether his attention has been 
called to the evidence given before the 
Australian Royal Commission on Old 
Age Pensions to the effect that in 
Victoria old age pensions have in no way 
diminished the expenditure upon the 
charitable relief of the poor, and that in 
New South Wales, according to the 
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evidence of the Controller of the 
Charities Department and other wit- 
nesses, there has been an actual increase 
in the number of applicants for charitable 
relief through the passing of the Old Age 
Pensions Act ; and whether he will take 
steps to ascertain what has been the 
effect of the German system of old age 
pensions upon the cost of the Poor Law 
relief in the principal cities of the 
German Empire. 


Mr. ASQUITH: My attention has 
heen called to the evidence in question ; 
but I also note that in their Report the 
Commission stated that it was not to be 
expected that, so soon after the establish- 
ment of a system of old age pensions, any 
marked change in the expenditure on 
other forms of relief would be apparent. 
I have no figures relating to the com- 
parative cost of Poor Law relief in 
Germany, nor do I think that, if ob- 
tained, any very useful lesson could be 
drawn from them, regard being had to 
the peculiar scope of the German insur- 
ance law and the practical exclusion from 
its operations of the majority of women. 


Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
inform the House as to the position of 
friendly societies in Germany and how 
they have been affected by old age 
pensions ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, Sir, I cannot. 


Income-Tax. 


_Mr. FELL : I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if, on 
his rearrangement of the incidence 


of the income-tax, he will provide that 
limited companies shall be required to pay 
income-tax oniy on the dividends they 
actually pay to their shareholders, and 
not on an estimate of profits arbitrarily 
arrived at by the Commissioners, and 
which profits are rarely available for 
distribution among the shareholders. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The hon. Member’s 
suggestion has often been considered, but 
neither my predecessors nor I myself 
have ever seen any sufficient reason for 
altering the law for the assessment of 
limited companies to income-tax upon 
their profits as determined by the rules of 
the Income-Tax Acts, in the same way as 
other taxpayers. 
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Mr. FELL: Is it not the fact that a 
considerable number of shareholders have 
to pay tax on an incume they never 
receive ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I do not know that 
they do. 


Questions. 


Privileged Cabs, 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether bis 
negotiations with the railway companies 
with respect to the recommendations of 
the Select Committee on Cabs and 
Omnibuses, which sat last session, on the 
question of the privilege-cal system, have 
tailed ; and, if so, whether he will intro- 
duce legislation at an early date to give 
effect to those reeommendations. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): As I said in a written 
Answer which I gave to the hon. Member 
for the Droitwich division ot Worcester- 
shire on the 18th instant, I am still in 
communication with the railway com- 
panies, and still have hopes of 
obtaining the desired result by friendly 
arrangement. Owing to the number and 
different characteristics of the different 
stations affected the Question is far from 
simple, but I am pressing forward my 
negotiations, and [ have not relaxed 
in any way my declared intention of 
dealing with the matter. 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill. 

Caprain CRAIG (Down, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the City 
of London, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of the statement of the Standing 
Committee on Trade that they were 
unable to discuss the Mines (Eight Hours) 
3ill for lack of information, he intends to 
recommit the Bill when the necessary 
information is obtained. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: No, Sir. When 
the Committee over which my _ hon. 
friend the Member for (Gloucester pre- 
sides, have presented their Report, the 
(sovernment intend to introduce a Bill of 
their own. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether, in 
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view of the fact that there is no precedent 
for the action of the Grand Committee 
on Trade in declining to consider a Bill 
remitted to it by this House, and that 
only thirty-four out of the eighty-three 
Members of the Committee were present, 
when, by a majority of four, the Coal 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill was thus 
summarily dealt with, and that it was on 
the recommendation of the Prime Minis- 
ter that the Bill was referred upstairs, he 
will afford facilities for recommitting it 
to one of the Grand Committees. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I must refer my 
hon. friend to the speech of the Prime 
Minister on 12th April, to the effect that, 
having regard to the new Standing Order 
which he was asking the House. to adopt, 
he did not see how an exception in the 
ease of the Mines (Eight Hours) Bill 
could be made to the general rule which 
was about to come into force. The 
Standing Committee having reporte the 
Bill to the House without Amendment on 
the ground that the information at their 
disposal was inadequate to enable Amend- 
ments to be satisfactorily discussed, the 
Government cannot give facilities for its 
recommitment. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) asked if it was 
customary for Members co-opted to a 
Standing Committee to be informed on 
Saturday that they were expected to 
attend the meeting of the Committee on 
Monday. ‘that happened to a number of 
Members on this oceasion. He also asked 
if the Bill would be recommitted. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am afraid | 
have nothing to do with the summoning 
of Members, and I cannot, therefore, 
answer the Question. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Will 


Mr. Speaker inform me 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he was equally 
unable to give the information, but he 
would inquire of the Chairman of the 
Committees of Selection as to the practice 
in giving notice. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: When the 
House refers a Bill to a Committee, is 
not that a mandatory instruction to the 
Committee to consider that Bill? Is it 
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competent for the Committee to return 
the Bill without considering it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I think it is a prac- 
tice which ought to be carefully watched, 
because great difficulties, indeed abuses, 
may arise from a majority on a Com- 
mittee treating a Bill in that particular 
way without reason for doing so. There 
are certain precedents for the manner in 
which the Standing Committee dealt with 
this particular Bill. Standing Committees 
are instructed by the Standing Orders to 
follow the procedure of Select Com- 
mittees, and as these have so dealt 
with Bills, the Standing Committee is 
justified in the action taken; but it is a 
practice that ought to be very carefully 
watched. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: In 
view of what did happen, is it the 
intention of the Government to bring in 
a Bill to reduce the hours of labour in 
mines—not to regulate but to reduce the 
hours—that it may become law this 


session ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member ought to give notice of the 
(Juestion. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
asked whether, under the Standing Order 
establishing the new Standing Com- 
mittees, it would be open to anybody to 
make such a Motion ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The new Committees 
are governed by the Standing Orders. 


Mr. W. E. HARVEY (Derbyshire, 
N.E.) asked whether want of due notice 


in summoning Members was not sufficient | 


reason for recommiting the Bill. 


Mr. GLADSTONE said he was not 


aware the ordinary course was not | 


followed. 


Mr. W. E. HARVEY pressed for 
something more direct, but no further 
Answer was given. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the action of the Home Secretary im- 
mediately on the commencement of 


business in the Standing Committee on | 
April, in| 


‘Trade last Monday, 22nd 
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moving to report the Coal Mines (Eight 
Hours) Bill, without Amendment, to the 
House, with a statement that the Com- 
mittee had insufficient evidence on which 
to consider it, is to become a recognised 
Government precedent for postponing 
private Members’ Bills. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, Sir; every case will be judged on its 
own merits. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is it not the 
case that the Government in 1894 gave 
facilities for an Eight Hours Bill in 
Committee of the Whole House? Can 
the right hon. Gentleman state what 
information he was then seized of 
which he has not now ? 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I cannot say. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware of the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker that this procedure needs to 
be carefully watched ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If I may venture to say so, I entirely share 
the view expressed by Mr. Speaker. 


The Edalji Inquiry. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can say when 
the Report of the Edalji Commission will 
be concluded and presented. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: Sir Arthur 
Wilson and his colleagues have just 
presented me with their Report, and I 
shall at once consider it. 


Schools of Agriculture. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Education how 
many technical classes in agriculture and 
schools of agriculture are assisted by the 
Board of Education out of public funds ; 
and how many of such schools and classes 
are inspected by the Board of Education. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): There are two main 
categories of schools to be considered— 
(a) those intended for the instruction of 
persons already in employment connected 
with agriculture or horticulture, and 
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unable to give more than a portion of | 
their time to study; and (b) those) 
intended for the instruction of persons | 
who are still giving the whole of their | 
time, or a large portion of it, to study. | 
(a) Of the former category there are 
275 separate schools recognised by the 
Board as eligible for grant, in which 
there are 368 classes in agriculture or | 
subjects related thereto or to other rural 
industries, ¢.g. in horticulture, in land 
surveying, in dairying, in farm work, and 
so forth—forty-eight of these classes being 
classes dealing specifically with “ agricul- 
ture.” These numbers do not include 
classes in such subjects attended not only 
by those who take them with a view to 
their bearing upon agriculture, but by 
other students also. (b) In the second 
category there are nine schools providing 
courses in agriculture, horticulture, and 
dairying. All the schools I have referred 
to are under inspection by the Board of 
Education, and are in England and Wales, 
not Scotland, which is not under this 
Board. The figures from which the 
above totals have been compiled are not 
complete in the case of those counties 
which have taken advantage of the new 
scheme of inclusive grants introduced 
last year into the Board’s Regulations 
with the object of meeting the special 
conditions of instruction in the subjects | 
which are found most suitable for rural | 
areas. 


Cost of School Maintenance in Glamorgan- 
shire. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that the cost of school mainten- | 
ance per child in Glamorganshire for the 
year ending 30th November last, based 
on the average attendance, was lé6s. 9d., 
or 38 per cent. higher in the provided | 
than in the non-provided schools ; and 
whether this excess is due to unnecessary 
expenditure on the part of the local) 
education authority or to a_ higher 
standard of efticiency being required by 
the Education Department in the case of 
provided schools. 





Mr. McKENNA: My attention has 
not previously been called to the 
statistics given in the first part of my hon. 
friend’s Question. Itis not, I am glad to 
say, one of the duties of the Board of 
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Education to ascertain the reasons why 
the cost of maintenance of certain schools 
is greater than that of others. 


Questions. 


Lorp R. CECIL asked if it were not 
the practice of local education authorities 
in South Wales consistently to underpay 
their teachers ? 


Mr. McKENNA asked for notice of 
the Question. 


Giamorganshire Education Rate. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he is aware that, in the estimate 
of receipts and expenditure during the 
financial year ending 31st March, 1908, 
for the administrative county of Glamor- 
gan £69,000 is to be provided out of a 
rate of ls. 2d. in the pound for the 
maintenance of provided schools, while 
nothing is proposed to be contributed 
out of rates for the maintenance of non- 
provided schools ; whether this discrimina- 
tion between the two classes of schools 
has received his sanction, and if the same 
standard of efficiency will be required 
by the Education Department in the case 
of each class. 


Mr. McKENNA: So long as the 
local education authority perform their 
statutory duty of maintaining and keep- 
ing efficient the public elementary 
schools in their area, the expenditure 
incurred by the authority on individual 
schools is not subject to review by the 
Board of Education and does not require 
their sanction. The standard of etticiency 
requisite to earn the grant is the same 
for council schools and voluntary schools. 


British Mail Van Drivers. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that the mail van drivers in 
Bristol work on an average fourteen and 
three-quarter hours per day for six 
days of the week and six to eleven hours 
on Sundays, and receive in wages only 
21s. per week, with no pay for overtime ; 
and whether, in view of the nature of 
the service, inquiries will be instituted 
with a view to giving the Bristol mail 
van drivers similar improvements in their 
terms of service to those granted to the 
metropolitan drivers. 
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THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. | 


SyDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- | 


lar): I will make inquiry on this subject, 
and will aquaint the hon. Member with 
the result. 


Canadian Tariffs. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state what is the average rate of 


duty on British exports under the 
general, preferential, and intermediate | 


tariffs respectively of Canada. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. iKEARLEY, Devonport) : 
The British preferential rates are on the 
average about 30 pet cent. lower and the 
intermediate rates about 10 per cent. 
lower than the general rates of duty under 
the Canadian tariff. The Board of Trade 
are not, however, in a position to give an 
exact figure showing what would be the 
average rate of duty on British exports 
if they were subjected to the general, 
preferential, and intermediate tariffs 
respectively. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: Is the hon. 
(sentleman aware that the average rate 
given to foreign countries is in the Blue 


Book ? 


Mr. KEARLEY: Yes, but the tariff | 


has changed since then. 


Arbroath Disaster—Treating Railway 
mployees. 

JONES : 1 beg to 
ask the President of the 
of Trade whether’ his attention 
has been drawn to the comments of 
Major Pringle in his Report on the 
Arbroath railway accident, on the well- 
meant but ill-advised action of the 
general public in treating railway men 


Mr. LEIF 


with intoxicants ; and whether he can see | 


his way to put an end to this practice by 
inducing the railway companies to 
establish the rule that railway servants 
on duty shall not be served with intoxi- 
cants in railway refreshment rooms. 
(The hon. 
words ‘‘ well-meant but ill-advised ” 
a quotation from Major Pringle’s 
and not his own.) 


report 


Mr. KEARLEY : Yes, I know that. T | 
understand that the railwa ay companies | 


generally have made a rule to the effect | 
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3oard | 


| Committee ; and, 
Member explained that the_ 
were | 
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suggested. It does not appear from 
Major Pringle’s report that Gourlay was 


| served with intoxicants in the railway 
refreshment room. 


*\Mr. LEIF JONES : Then do I under- 
stand that there is such a rule in existence 
on many of our railways ? 


Mr. KEARLEY: Yes. 


Mr. LEIF JONES: Then it is very 
much violated. peta 


4 


Mr. C. E. PRICE: Is there any law 
under which the public can be prosecuted 
for giving intoxicants in such cases ? 


Mr. KEARLEY : 
of that Question. 


I should like notice 


Brakes for Street Cars. 

Mr. BELL (Derby) ; I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will use his influence with the Tram- 
ways and Light Railways Association 
and the Municipal Tramways Association 


| to meet jointly, so as to be assisted by a 


representative of the Board of Trade, to 
inquire into the question of brake-power 
on street cars. 


Mr. KEARLEY : 


the two 


I understand that 
Associations will in due course 


| meet and compare the results arrived at 


by their respective committees, which 
are now carrying on independent investi- 
gations. The Board of Trade will be 
prepared to appoint a representative to 
assist them. 


Technical Classes in Agriculture. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the hon- 
Member for South Somerset as represent- 
ing the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether a Departmental Com- 
mittee of the Board of Agriculture has 
been appointed to report on the pro- 
vision of technical classes in agriculture ; 
whether any representative of the Board 
of Education has been appointed to that 
if not, why no such 
representative hasbeen appointed. 


Tue TREASURER or THE HOUSE- 

EDWARD  STRACHEY, 

| Somersetshire, $.): The Committee to 

which the hon. Member refers was 

appointed “to inquire as to the provision 

which has now been made for affording 
K 2 
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scientific and technical instruction in 
agriculture in England and Wales and to 
report whether, in view of the practical re- 
sults which have already been obtained, 
the existing facilities for the purpose are 
satisfactory and sufficient, and, if not, in 
what manner they may with advantage 
be modified or extended.” It has quite 
been the hope of my noble friend that a 
representative or representatives of the 
Board of Education would be included in 
the Committee, but he has not hitherto 
been able to make arrangements for the 
purpose. He proposes, however, further 
to confer with my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Education on 
the subject. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, how many technical classes 
in “agriculture and schools of agriculture 
are assisted by the Board of Argiculture ; 
and how many such schools and classes 
are inspected by the Board of Agriculture ! 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: The 
number of institutions which received 
grants from the Board for the purposes of 
agricultural education in 1906-7 was 
twenty. All of them were inspected and 
reported upon in the course of the year. 
In addition our inspectors keep in close 
touch with the work of county councils in 
connection with agricultural education 
and visit and report upon the classes and 
lectures held under their auspices. 


National Physical Laboratory. 
Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, 
I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the ‘Treasury whether, in the event 
of the Committee appointed to in- 
quire into the work now performed 
the National Physical Laboratory asking 
for evidence from persons who either 
personally or as spokesmen of an institu- 
tion object to giving evidence before the 
Committee on the ground that they 
distrust its impartiality, he will give such 
persons opportunity to lay their views 
before the Treasury before any action 
based on the report of Committee is 
taken by the Treasury. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : No, Sir. 


Mr. NIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether it is 
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competent under the present terms of 
reference for the Treasury Committee, 
appointed to consider the conduct of the 
National Physical Laboratory, to report 
in favour of a reconstitution of the execu- 
tive committee of the National Physical 
Laboratory, in order that it may include 
representatives of bodies now unrepre- 
sented, such as the Institute of Chemistry, 
the Institution of Gas Engineers, and the 
Surveyors’ Institute, and also representa 
tive independent consultants; and that 
the professional bodies now represented, 
such as the Institution of Civil Engineers, 
the Institution of Mechanical Engineers, 
and the Iron and Steel Institute, shall 
have a larger representation than at 
present ; and, in the event of it not being 
competent under the present terms of 
reference to recommend these alterations, 
whether he is prepared to amend the 
terms of reference so as to include them 
in the scope of the Committee's labours. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Evidence on such 
questions has, I understand, been already 
taken by the Committee ; and any recom- 
mendations which they may see fit to 
make for changing representation so as 
to advance the work of the Laboratory 
will receive consideration by the Treasury. 


Saturday Half-Holidays for Government 
Employees. 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea. 
sury ‘whether he is aware that a regular 
weekly Saturday half-holiday is gr: anted 
in many large Government departments 
to the members of the clerical staffs ; is 
this privilege granted at the discretion of 
the heads of these departments ; whether 
it is within the discretion of the head of 
any Government department to extend 
this privilege to the members of his statl, 
provided that the state of public business 
permits ; and, if so, will he take steps to 
have the heads of those departments in 
which the privilege is restricted to alter- 
nate Saturdays made aware of the extent 
of their discretion in the matter. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: No sanction has 
been given by the Treasury for a regular 
weekly half-holiday. But the circum- 
stances of particular offices and of indi- 
vidual cases vary so much that | cannot 
make any general statement as to the 
conditions under which half-holidays are 


‘or may be granted, 





nt 


Ca- 
lar 
ed 
nits 

is 

of 
ler 

of 
nd 
uff, 


PSS 


in 
er- 
nit 


las 
lar 
m- 
di- 
\ot 
he 
re 





281 Questions. 


Mr. G. A. HARDY (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether, in all offices of | 
the Civil Service, clerks who are required 
to work overtime must, in o1der to obtain 
full payments, forego the usual Saturday | 
half-holiday; whether there are any 
exceptions to this rule, and, if so, what 
are the grounds on which such exceptions 
are made. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: By the terms of 
the Orders in Council regulating the 
Civil Service a half-holiday on alternate 
Saturdays can only be granted if the 
state of public business permits. If the 
state of public business is such as_ to 
require the clerks to work overtime, it is 
clear that this condition is not fulfilled. 


British Museum Reading Room. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
[ beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether the con- 
tract for redecorating the reading room 
of the British Museum was put out 
to public tender ; and, if not, will he say 
why this course was not adopted. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Six firms were 
asked to compete. 
would have been impossible in this case, 
as an unlimited number of people could 
not have been alowed access to the 
reading room when it was in use by the 
public to take the measurements and 
particulars necessary to enable them to 
frame a tender. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
should like to ask the hon. Gentleman if 
some of the officials of the British Museum 
could not have got out bills of quantities 
and supplied them to the contractors. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : The officials of the 
Museum are not provided with a. staff 
capable of doing such work. 


Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): Why 
could not the firms have sent their own 
employees to take out the specifications 
when the reading room was closed ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I cannot say. 
Law of Newspaper Libel. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General whether 
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his attention has been called to recent 
cases in which, in the course of judicial 
proceedings, charges have been made 
against absent persons not parties to 
such proceedings; and whether he will 
consider the desirability of introducing 
legislation to amend the present law of 
libel, by annulling the plea of privilege 
at present protecting the authors and 
publishers of such charges. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8.): I see great 
difficulty in limiting the privilege now 
existing which protects from actions, wit 
nesses and others concerned in the 
conduct of judicial trials who make state- 
ments in court which cast reflection upon 
absent persons who are not parties to 
It would also be difficult to 
prevent the publication of these state- 
ments whenever they form part of a fair 
and accurate report of the proceedings, 
although I think that individuals often 
suffer seriously owing to charges against 
them being unnecessarily made ancl 
thoughtlessly repeated in the public press. 
The hon. Member has in particular good 


cause to complain of an incident of this 
| kind to which he has drawn my attention. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY: May I ask the 
hon. and learned Gentleman whether he 
will consider the desirability of repre- 
senting to the proper Government Depart- 
ment the importance of advising coroners 
who hold inquests on suicides not to give 
publicity to letters written by demented 
persons before committing suicide, casting 
aspersions on living persons who have no 
opportunity of repudiating them ? 


Sir JOHN WALTON: Coroners 
must be well aware of the desirability 
of exercising caution in that matter, 
and the Press who report these inquests 
must also be conscious of their duty in 
the matter. 


Dog Poisoning in Sutherlandshire. 
*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 


| his attention has been drawn to the 


poisoning of the crofters’ dogs in the 
neighbourhood of Badininish, Skelbo, 
Sutherland ; whether he is aware that a 
dog is absolutely necessary to the crofter ; 


| will he take steps to put an end to this 


persecution of crofters : and is he aware 
that putting poison about may be a 








283 


danger to human beings as well as 
animals, 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL. 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea, for Mr. SINCLAIR): 
My right hon. friend desires me to say 
that his attention has not been drawn to 
the matter referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber. He will be glad to make inquiries. 


Scottish Electoral List. 

Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether, having regard to the proposals 
of the Liquor Traffic (Local Option) 
(Scotland) Bill, he can say what is the 
estimated proportion of parish electors in 
an area to the total inhabitants of the 
area; and whether he can furnish any 
statistics showing the average proportion 
of those on the register who have in fact 
voted in local elections in Scotland to 
which this register applies. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (for Mr. Srn- 
CLAIR): The only return of parish 
electors available is for the year 1898, 
when for the whole of Scotland it was 
787,629, or nearly a sixth of the popula- 
tion. My right hon. friend has no infor- 
mation as to the number voting. 


Irish University Scheme. 

Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will communicate to the House 
a full list of the protests which he has 
received from Universities and colleges 
in the United Kingdom against proceed- 
ing with the Irish University scheme upon 
the lines laid down by the late Chief 
Secretary. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, N.): I 
have received protests from the Senate of 
the University of Dublin, resident mem- 
bers of the University of Oxford, princi- 
pals and professors of the 
Universities, of the University 


Colleges, Edinburgh. 
and Scottish University opinion was 
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Scottish | 
of | 
Sheffield, the constituent colleges of the | 
University of Wales, and of St. David’s | 
College, Lampeter, and from lecturers in | 
the school of medicine of the Royal | 
So far as English | 
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| confined to that part of the proposal 
| which related to a federated University. 


Questions. 


*Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone E.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give a list of the 
Irish educational associations and elective 
bodies which have given cordial support 
to the scheme outlined by Mr. Bryce ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: It could be given, but 
I do not know of any advantage that 
acerues to one side or the other by the 
publication of these things. 


Keogh Estate, Sligo. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenantry on the Keogh 
estate, situate in Geevagh parish, county 


| Sligo, have repeatedly appealed to the 


landlord, who resides in Dublin, to enter 
into an agreement with them for the 
purchase of their holdings, which appeals 
he has refused to entertain; and that 
many of these tenants or their pre- 
decessors have been evicted from holdings 
on the same estate, all of which have 
been consolidated into a grazing ranche 
which the landlord lets on the eleven 
months’ system ; and whether, as these 
tenants occupy uneconomic — holdings 
which are rackrented, the Estates Com- 
missioners will be instructed to negotiate 
with Mr. Keogh for the purchase of this 
estate. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners cannot trace any proceedings 
in regard to this estate as having been 
instituted before them, and they have no 
knowledge of the facts alleged in the 
Question. If the name and address of 
the owner should be communicated to 
them, they would make inquiries into the 
matter. 


Case of Thomas Gaffney of Gawran. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
inquire into the reason of the manner in 
which Thomas Gaffney, of Gawran, 
county Kilkenny, was treated by the 
police on the night of the 3rd February 
last, when being arrested for alleged 
drunkenness and assault ; whether he is 
aware that Gaffney was confined in the 


expressed in these protests, it was mainly | lock-up all night, and summarily dealt 
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with early next morning by two local { hon. Member has anything more to tell 
magistrates, Messrs. White and Byrne, | me about this tramp I shall be willing to 


who refused his request for an adjourn- 
ment to summon witnesses as to his 
sobriety and to obtain legal aid ; whether 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


he is aware that, prior to Gaffney being | 
so dealt with, the senior magistrate of the | 


district, Joseph Walsh, esquire, chairman | 
so except in my capacity as a lawyer. 


county council, had stated his opinion 
that Gaffney’s offence was too trivial for 


summary treatment, and had instructed | 


the police to summon Gaffney to petty 


sessions ; and what explanation the police | 


authorities have to offer for ignoring this 
instruction, and for having Gaffney tried 
summarily in the absence of his witnesses 
and solicitor. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am ‘informed by the 
police authorities that the man referred 
to, who is a tramp, was arrested at nine 
o'clock at night for drunkenness and dis- 
orderly conduct, and that after arrest he 
assaulted a sergeant by kicking and biting 
him, and also assaulted a constable. As 
the man had no fixed place of abode, it 
was not considered desirable to liberate 
him with the view of summoning him to 
petty sessions. He was detained in 
custody that night, and was summarily 
dealt with by two local justices on the 
following morning. He admitted the 
offences, and made no request for ad- 
journment and said _ nothing about 
witnesses or legal aid. Mr. Walsh was in 


no instructions whatever to the police. 


Mr. MEAGHER asked whence the 
right hon. Gentleman got his informa 
tion. Was he aware that this tramp was 
born in the district, and that the county 
of Kilkenny was more free from crime 


than any other county, and why was this | 


hear it. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Is biting a police 
sergeant a trivial offence ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I do not consider it 


Land Purchase in County Cork. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether in 
December last the agents to the 
O'Donovan, Bird, and Browne estates, 


_ situate in the parish of Kilcrohane, 


man to be thus summarily treated for a | 


trivial offence ? 


Mr. BIRRELL replied that under the 
criminal law summary treatment was 
usually meted out for trivial offences. The 


man, wherever he was born, was a tramp. | 


Mr. MEAGHER: But did the right 
hon. Gentleman seek information from 
any person other than those directly 
concerned ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is 


no way concerned in the case, and gave | purchase will be considered. 


| been no delay in dealing with the matter. 


county Cork, made offers of sale to the 
Congested Districts Board ; will he say 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
have since made offers of purchase ; and, 
if not, can he state the cause of the 
delay in their not doing so. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Congested 
Districts Board have purchased the Bird 
Estate and have agreed to purchase the 
O'Donovan Estate, but it has not yet 
been vested in them. Another estate 
belonging to Messrs. Bird and Harding, 
and one belonging to Miss Browne were 
offered for sale to the Board in January. 
The Inspector’s Reports on these estates 
will be brought before the Board at their 


next meeting, when the question of 
There has 


Belfast Factory Workers. 

Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can state . 
the number of women and young girls 
employed in the mills, factories, and 
workshops in Belfast, and also the 
number of such persons who are under 
the age of eighteen years or half-timers ; 
and, if not, whether he will have a 
Return prepared giving this information. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have not the 
figures for which the hon. Member asks, 
but I may refer him to the Report on the 


| conditions of work in flax and linen mills 


made in 1904 by Sir Hamilton Freer- 
Smith, superintending inspector of 


| factories, on pages 18 and 19 of which he 


difficult in. 


asking about a tramp to get information | 
from anyone except the police, but if the | these contain sufficient information for 


will find some tables of statistics of 
persons employed in flax factories. If 
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his purpose he will perhaps not think it | 
necessary to ask for a special Return, 
which would take considerable time and 
trouble to prepare. 


Questions. 


Irish Factory Inspection. 
Mr. J. DEVLIN: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the high death rate in Belfast | 
from pulmonary consumption, and to the 
fact that the death rate is highest 
amongst mill and factory workers, the 
vast majority of whom are females ; 
whether there is any female factory | 
inspector in Belfast ; and, if not, whether, | 
in view of the number of women and 
young girls empleyed in mills and | 
factories in Belfast, he will consider the | 
advisability of appointing a female in- 
spector for that city and the North of 
Ireland generally. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The figures given | 
in the Report of the Registrar-General | 
for Ireland for the year 1905 do not 
appear to me to show any necessary 
connection between the death rate in 
Belfast from tubercular disease, and 
employment in the linen factories. I 
may point out, however, that the con- | 
ditions obtaining in flax and linen mills 
have been made the subject of a special 
inquiry by Sir Hamilton Freer-Smith, to | 
whose Report I have just alluded, and 
that, as the result, new regulations for 
the industry have just been established 
dealing with the removal of dust, 
humidity in the air, steam, wet, etc., | 
which should do much to improve the 
health of the workers. I shall be happy | 
to send the hon. Member a copy. With | 
regard to the last part of the Question, | 
one of the lady inspectors resides in 
Belfast for two-thirds of each year, 
devoting her time chiefly to inspection in | 
that city. Others of the lady inspectors | 
also visit Ireland occasionally. 


| 
Political Pensions. | 
Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the | 
Prime Minister whether, having regard | 
to his declaration last session that he was 
opposed to political pensions, he will now © 
give facilities for the further progress of 
the Bill for their repeal, which has been | 
read a second time without a division. | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
No, Sir, the declaration was of a purely | 
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personal kind, and I am opposed to the 
existing pensions con- 
templated by this Bill. 


Questions, 


Empire Day. 

Viscount TURNOUR: I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister whether, in view 
of the fact that official recognition is 
now made of Empire Day in nearly 


every portion of the Empire except 
the United Kingdom, he will take 


steps to have the day officially recognised 
in the United Kingdom. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, Sir; as at present advised I doubt if 
sufficient interest is taken in this day to 
justify its official recognition. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Would the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the pro- 
priety of officially recognising Tariff 


Reform Day ? 


Mr. HUNT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman do his best to get Empire Day 
recognised all over the country ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


Government Messengerships. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
how many appointments have been made 
to permanent messengerships in Govern- 
ment offices since January, 1906, and 
what was the occupation of the different 
men prior to appointment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am afraid that the labour in compiling 
this information would be out of all pro- 
portion to the value of the result. 


Str SAMUEL SCOTT: How 
appointments have been made ? 


many 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


[ cannot say. 


Sm SAMUEL SCOTT: The labour 
involved could not be very great. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have given the information supplied me 
by the Department. 


Boards of Education and Agriculture. 
Mr. ASHLEY : I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he will take any steps 
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to co-ordinate the functions of the Boards 
of Education and of Agriculture in con- 
nection with the provision of technical 
education and agriculture. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ understand that the question of co- 
ordinating the functions of the Boards of 
Education and of Agriculture in connec- 
tion with technical and agricultural edu- 
cation is under the consideration of the 
respective Presidents of the Boards ; and 
I am not yet in a position to state what 
steps they propose to take in the matter. 


Naval Policy. 

Mr. HUNT: I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether the policy of His 
Majesty's Government with reference to 
the Navy is that if foreign countries 
extend their programmes we, in our turn, 
will also extend our programme in order 
to keep our relative position amongst 
naval Powers. 


Smr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I would refer the hon. Member to the 


statements of naval policy made in both | 


houses on Wednesday last week. 


Irish Members and the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- 
sory): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether an opportunity will be given for 
the discussion of the Vote upon which 
the salary of the Secretary to the 
‘Treasury is borne upon an early date. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot yet say when the Treasury Vote 
will be taken. 


Irish University Education Bill. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 
heg to ask the Prime Minister when it is 
now proposed to introduce the Bill 
providing for the rearrangement of 
higher education in Ireland. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[am unable to make any announcement 
at present. Due notice will be given. 


Irish Council Bills. 

Mr. BARRIE: I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister when it is now proposed to 
introduce the Bill providing for the 
formation of a central council in Ireland. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am sorry to have to keep on giving 
such Answers one after another. My 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary has 
already given this information to the 
House. So far as we can see the Bill 
will be introduced on the 7th May. 


Scottish Committee of the Privy Council 
on Education. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether, seeing that the 
right of the public to know how the 
business of the Government is carried on 
is acknowledged by the regular publica- 
tion of the dates of Cabinet meetings and 
the names of the Ministers who attend 
them, he will, in the case of the meetings 
of the Committee of the Privy Council 
on Education in Scotland, publish the 
names of the members of that Committee 
who attend these meetings ; and whether, 
notwithstanding the absence of the 
precedent, he will now direct that the 
dates of meetings of the Committee, and 
the names of the members present should 
be regularly communicated to this House 
and the public. 


Sir. H.CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not aware that any injury has been 
done to the public interest by the fact of 
such meetings not being published, and I 
do not see the necessity of instituting a 
new practice. 


Mr. SMEATON asked whether the 
advice which the Prime Minister gave 
the other day to “have done with these 
tomfooleries ” should not be adopted in 
regard to this phantom Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I should be scrry to apply such a word 
as “tomfoolery ” to an institution which 
has lasted so long as this one. 


Mr. MORTON : Isit not the fact that 
the whole thing isa farce? The Com- 
mittee never meets at all and is never 
summoned. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I should never think of using such 
language as that. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 


asked as to the business for next week. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that on Monday next it was proposed 
to take the Second Reading of the Small 
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Landholders (Scotland) Bill, and the | 
debate would be continued on Tuesday if | 


necessary. 


Wednesday’s business would | 


include Report of the financial Resolutions | 


and some minor Bills. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And Thursday ? | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I will state that next week. 
idea in our minds as to it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
¥ et | Members from the Standing Committee 


Is it not to be devoted to Irish Supply ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


We have an 
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Scotland, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Tennant, 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson, Sir Andrew Tor- 
rance, Sir John Batty Tuke, Captain 
Waring, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Cath- 
cart Wason, Mr. Watt, Mr. Weir, Mr. 
Dundas White, Mr. Wilkie, Mr. William- 
son, Mr. M’Kinnon Wood, and Mr. 
Younger. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selection 
That they had discharged the following 


on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 


Yes, that is what is in our minds owing | 


to certain circumstances which have 


transpired in this House. 


SELECTION (SCOTTISH STANDING 
COMMITTEE). 

Sir WittiaM Brampron GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Members representing 
Scottish constituencies are appointed to 


serve on the Standing Committee for the | 


consideration of all Public Bills relating 
exclusively to Scotland and committed to 
a Standing Committee :—The Lord Advo- 


Procedure : — Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork), the Lord Advocate, Mr. Adkins, 
Mr. Harmood-Banner, Mr. Barnard, Mr. 
Barran, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Billson, Mr. 
Boland, Mr. Bowles, Mr. Brace, Mr. 
Bright, Viscount Castlereagh, Mr. Cave, 
Mr. Chance, Mr. Clynes, Mr. Cobbold, 
Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Charles 


Craig, Mr. Herbert Craig, Mr. Ellis 
Davies, Mr. Dickinson, Mr. Clement 


Edwards, Mr. Evans, Mr. George Faber 
(York), Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Flynn, Sir 
Henry Fowler, Mr. Gwynn, Mr. William 
Harvey, Mr. Harwood, Mr. James 
Haslam, Mr. Healy, Colonel Herbert, Mr. 


| Higham, Mr. Hodge, Mr. Bateman Hope, 


cate, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. Robert Balfour, | 
Mr. Barnes, Mr. Beale, Sir Arthur Big. | 


nold, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. 


Caldwell, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- | 


man, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


Mr. Cleland, Sir Thomas Glen Coats, | 
Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir | 
Henry Craik, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Cross, | 


Lord Dalmeny, Viscount Dalrymple, Mr. 


Dalziel, Mr. Arthur Dewar, Mr. John | 


Dewar, Mr. Robert Duncan, the Master 
of Elibank, Mr. Erskine, Mr. Esslemont, 
Mr. Munro Ferguson, Mr. Findlay, Major 
Anstruthor-Gray, Mr. John Gulland, Mr. 
Secretary Haldane, Mr. Leicester Harms- 


worth, Mr. John Henderson, Mr. John | 
Deans Hope, Sir John Jardine, Mr. Laid- | 


law, Mr. Lamont, Mr. Murray Macdonald, 


Mr. John M’Callum, Mr. M’Crae, Sir | 
Lewis M’Iver, Major M’Micking, Mr. | 
Menzies, Mr. Molteno, Mr. Secretary | 
Morley, Mr. James Murray, Mr. Morton, | 


Mr. Pirie, Mr. Charles Price, Sir Robert 


Pullar, Dr. Rainy, Mr. Edmund Robert- | 


son, Mr. Sinclair, Mr. Smeaton, Mr. 
Halley Stewart, Mr. Solicitor-General for 


Sir John Jardine, Mr. Vincent Kennedy, 
Mr. Lambton, Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. 
Lehmann, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Massie, 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. 
Napier, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Pickersgill, Sir 
Francis Powell, Mr. Rainy, Mr. Rees, 
Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Charles 
Roberts, Mr. Samuel Roberts, Mr. Soares, 
Mr. Solicitor-General, Sir Benjamin 
Stone, Mr. John Taylor, Mr. Thornton, 
Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Waldron, Mr. 
Walker, Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. 
Whitehead. 


Sir WittiAM Brampron GURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to Standing Com- 
mittee A the following fifteen Members 
in respect of the Advertisements Regula- 
tion Bill:—Lord Balearres, Mr. Hart- 
Davies, Mr. Wyndham, Sir Charles 
Schwann, Mr. Butcher, Mr. MacNeill, 
Mr. Beale, Mr. Jenkins, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Beauchamp, Mr. Bertram Straus, Dr. 
Shipman, Mr. King, Mr. Rendall, and 
Mr. Morrell. 





bo 
4 
te 


int, 
: 

‘or- 
ain 
ith- 
Mr. 
im- 


\Ir. 


ON 
ion 
ing 
itee 
gal 
am 
ins, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Ir. 
ve, 
ld, 
‘les 
llis 
ant 
ber 
Sir 
am 
nes 
Ir. 
pe, 


fr. 
sie, 
Ir. 
Sir 
eS, 


les 


iin 
on, 
Ir. 
Ir. 


ON 
20 ; 
ym - 
ar's 


la- 


les 
ill, 
Tr. 
Or. 


nd 





293 Navy 


Sir WILLIAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee, That 
they had discharged the following Mem- 
bers fromStanding Committee B,in respect 
of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amend- 
ment Bill :—Mr. Burns, Dr. Macnamara, 
and Mr. Solicitor-General ; and had 
added the following eighteen Members 
in respect of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Acts Amendment Bill :—Mr. Birrell, 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, Mr. Walter 
Long, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Campbell, Mr. 
Fetherstonhaugh, Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. O’Grady, Mr. Clancy, 
Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Hayden, Mr. M’Hugh, Mr. O’Shee, Mr. 
Devlin, and Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


Sir WILLIAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee, 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee C (in 
respect of the Patents and Designs Bill :— 
Sir Edward Strachey; and had added 
the following Sixteen Members (in respect 
of the Patents and Designs Bill) :—Mr. 
Solicitor-General, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, 
Mr. Maddison, Mr. Bonar Law, Mr. 
Collings, Mr. Meysey-Thompson, Viscount 
Turnour, Mr. Maclaren, Mr. Dundas 
White, Mr. Branch, Mr. Croydon Marks, 
Mr. Crossley, Mr. Astbury, Mr. Herbert, 
Mr. Agnew, and Sir Francis Channing. 


Smr WILLIAM BRAMPTON GOURDON 
further reported from the Committee, 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee A :— 
Mr. Rothschild; and had appointed in 
substitution Mr. James Francis Mason. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHTS ON VEHICLES BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 129.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 129.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing | 


Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 168. | 
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MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS BILL. 


“To amend The Municipal Elections 
(Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884,” 
presented by Mr. Cleland ; supported by 
Mr. M’Crae, Mr. Barnes, Major Coates, 
Mr. Younger, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Mitchell- 
Thomson, Mr. Adkins, and Mr. M’Kinnon 
Wood; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 
{ Bill 170.] 


NAVAL LANDS (VOLUNTEERS) BILL. 

“To extend the Military Lands Acts 
to Naval and Marine Volunteers,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Edmund Robertson ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 171.} 


SUPPLY [6TH ALLoTreD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


|Mr. Emmort, Oldham, in the chair.] 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,758,400, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Works, Build- 
ings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad, 
including the cost of Superintendence, 
Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and 
other Charges connected therewith, which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908.” 


*THE CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Lampert, Devonshire, South 
Molton) said the policy of the present 
Board of Admiralty had been that of con- 
tinuity. That principle had been followed 
in regard to shipbuilding, the distribution 
of the Fleet, the training of officers, and 
other matters of purely technical concern, 
but there was a sharp break in financial 
methods. If the precedent of the last 
ten years had been followed he would 
during that session have had to move 
another Loan Bill to carry out the works 
sanctioned under the Loan Act of 1905. 
But he thought all fair-minded Members 
would agree that borrowing in the last ten 
years had been unduly and unwisely 
extended. The present Government had 


/not only decided that no new works 
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should be provided for under Loan Bills, 
but they were determined to finish the 
old loan works cut of revenue. The 
temptation to do otherwise had been 
strong, but the Chanceller of the Ex- 
chequer had successfully resisted it. As 
a consequence the naval Votes this year 
would have to bear £900,000 in addition 
tothe ordinary naval expenditure voted by 
the House. Borrowing powers had been 
taken to the amount of £27,593,000 
during the last ten years whereas the Loan 
Act of 1905 sanctioned a total expenditure 
of £32,206,000. The Government had 
very carefully revised the several loan 
items. They had cut out everything not 
essential and taken into account the re- 
distribution of the Fleet. Of course, 
there must also be considered the ditticulty 
of forecasting, when the Loan Act of 1905 
was brought in, what would be the actual 
necessities of the Fleet in 1907-8. This 
careful revision had enabled the Govern- 
ment to reduce the total loan expenditure 
from £32,206,000 to £29,840,000. They 
had to deduct from that £29,840,000 
borrowing powers to the amount of 
£27,593,000. The naval Votes, there- 
fore, in this year, next year, and the year 
afterwards would have to bear a total of 
£2,246,000. As to repayment of annuity, 
that would have to be borne over a good 
many years altogether. The policy of the 
present Government in transferring ex- 
penditure on the works to revenue would 
result in a saving of £117,000 a year for 
the next thirty years. The reduction 
effected in the items of the Loan Bill 
would mean another saving of £123,000 
a year, making a total of £240,000 saved 
on this annuity for the next thirty years. 
The annuity would reach its maximum in 
1910-11, when it would be £1,350,000 a 
year. It would remain stationary about 
fifteen years and then be gradually 
reduced. The last payment under the 
Loan Act of 1905 would be made in 
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the ten years. At Gibraltar somewhat 
over £5,000,000 had been spent upon a 
| harbour, commercial mole, extension of 
| the dockyard, and magazines. It would 
| be very interesting indeed to know the 
‘total of the enormous expenditure on 
ithe fortifications of Gibraltar. Over 
| £2,000,000 would have been spent at 
‘Malta by the time the breakwaters, 
extension, magazines, coal and oil-fuel 
storage had been completed in 1910. 
At Hong Kong, on the extension of 
the dockyard and coaling facilities nearly 
£2,000,000 had been spent. At Simon's 
Bay the expenditure on the new 
'dockyard would have amounted to 
‘over £2,000,000 by 1909. At Keyham, 
Devonport, nearly £6,000,000 had been 
|devoted to an extension of the dock- 
‘yard, barracks and minor. items. At 
Chatham nearly £2,000,000 had gone 
in the dock, barracks, and hospital. At 
Dover, to enclose a harbour of 610 acres 
in such an exposed position—a work 
which it was hoped would be finished in 
1910—would cost £3,500,000. At Port- 
land, the expenditure amounted to nearly 
£1,000,000. At Bermuda, dockyard 
extension accounted for £600,000; the 
expenditure at Portsmouth amounted to 
£2,000,000; and miscellaneous services 
were answerable for £2,500,000 more. 
Out of this last sum five churches had 
been added to the naval strength of the 
country. 


*Masorn ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrew’s Burghs): What about Rosyth ! 


*Mr. LAMBERT said he would eome 
to that in dune course. He proposed to 
| give a few figures as to the docking ac- 


commodation for large vessels. They 
|had at home five Government docks 


‘capable of taking the “ Dreadnought” : 
abroad three. All these belonged to the 
| Government. 


1938-9. If posterity had done nothing for | 


us, we certainly had done something | 


for posterity, and he could only hope that 
in those happy days they would be able 
to commiserate us on having lived in a 
more brutal age. If peace and good 
will did not then prevail the people 
who lived in 1938-9 would have to pay 
for their own and for some of our works 
as well. He would sketch the result of the 
works that had been sanctioned and were 
in process of completion under the various 
Loan Acts that had been passed during 


Mr. Lambert. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 


Fareham): Where are those at home ! 


*Mr. LAMBERT said that of the 
docks at home four were at Keyham 
and one at Portsmouth. Of docks be- 
longing to the Government capable ot 
itaking the “Invincible” type there 
were eight at home and three abroad. 
‘In British territory there were twenty- 
‘seven docks capable of taking the 
|“ Dreadnought” and “Invincible.” The 
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“Tnvincible” being longer than the 
“Dreadnought,” some docks 
accommodate her that would not accommo- 
date the ‘“‘ Dreadnought,” and there were 
others which would take the latter but 
not the “Invincible.” Having sketched 
as briefly as he could these various items, 
ie might now come to the question of 
new works. In the first place there had 
been a considerable amount of alarm ex- 
pressed at the alleged unhealthy condi- 
tions which prevailed at Osborne among 
the cadets. He could dispel this alarm by 
saying that they had taken the utmost 
pains to inquire into the causes of 
epidemics that had unhappily raged at 
Osborne ; and he thought he could not 
do better than read to the House the 
extract from the Report of the visit of the 
Medical Director-General, accompanied 
by several other medical men. That was 
on 21st November last, and their Report 
said — 

‘There appears to us to be a special reason 
why epidemics should, in spite of every care on 
the part of the officials, be prone to occur 
among the eadets. It is because a large number 
of boys at a susceptible age are passed through 
the college in a time much shorter than obtains 
in publie schools, and there is a continual 
supply of susceptible subjects.” 

Uf course, Osborne differed from any 
other educational establishment. They 
had there something like 400 boys of 
from thirteen to fifteen years of age, and 
they were told that this was the most 


susceptible age for catching diseases such | 


as chicken-pox, measles and the like. It 


was proposed to build a new infectious | 


hospital at Osborne to hold sixty beds, at 
acost of £20,000. There had been an 
expression of opinion that the material cf 
which Osborne was built might be a cause 
of the sickness; but a distinguished 
surgeon had reported as follows— 

“T have had a chemical examination made of 
a sample of this material. There is no free 
acid of any kind in this material, and in my 
opinion it is quite free from any irritant 
properties.” 

He hoped that those opinions of 
eminent medical men would allay any 


alarm that might have been caused. He | 
could assure the Committee that they | 
would do all in their power to prevent | 
disease at Osborne, and it was with that | 
view that they had sanctioned the proposal | 
to build a hospital with sixty beds for | 
At Shotley, also, they | 


infectious cases. 
proposed to increase the hospital accommo- 
dation from sixty-two beds to 114 beds. 
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| Another subject was that of the Ports- 
mouth lock. Last year his right hon. 
friend made a statement about it, and they 
included a sum of £900,000 to execute the 
work. They had been met by many 
difficulties. Various schemes had been 
proposed to the Admiralty, and he was 
sorry to say that great exception had 
been taken to each by officials at the 
Admiralty and at the Portsmouth dock- 
yard. It was a very serious thing indeed 
so to pull about the old dockyard as to 
construct a lock of the length required 
at Portsmouth. The proposal to spend 
something like £750,000 or £1,000,000 
upoa the building of a lock in the dock- 
yards might paralyse, and certainly 
would demoralise, the work there for 
a considerable time. One proposal was 
to widen the existing lock, but it was 
thought that the lock would not be 
strong enough to stand the strain. 
Another proposal was to cut through 
the coaling point, but that was open 
to the obvious objection that they would 
have to find another place for coal. The 
Board of Admiralty, having carefully 
considered everything, consulted an 
outside firm of engineers, though not 
from any lack of confidence in the 
otticials of the Works Department of the 
Admiralty. They acted on the principle 
of a person who might be ill, that it 
was no disparagement of the ordinary 
medical adviser if an outside specialist 
were called in. He wanted to get 
rid of the idea that there was the smallest 
shadow of disparagement of the present 
| otlicers of the Admiralty. During the 
sixteen months he had been there he was 
perfectly certain that no Department of 
the Government, nor any outside Depart- 
ment, was served with more fidelity or 
more ability than was the Admiralty in 
_the Works Department. But this 
|matter was so important that they 
took the advice of an eminent firm of 
outsidejengineers, and they hoped soon to 
have their Report which had been un- 
avoidably delayed. That was all he could 
state about the Portsmouth lock at the 
present moment. The hon. Gentleman 
had asked him about Rosyth. There 
was a sum of £10,000 in the Estimates 
for the Rosyth works, the history of 
which had been a somewhat chequered 
one. In March, 1900, a Committee was 
appointed to consider the accommodation 
of ships. They reported early in 1902 
that there was a serious deficiency of 
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accommodation for 
and cruisers at some stations. They 
added that the expansion of our present 
naval ports would be very difficult, and 


they recommended another naval estab- | 


lishment as the best solution of the 
difficulty. At the end of March, 1902, 
there were bought 1,144 acres at the cost 
of £144,000. In 1903 sketch plans were 
prepared to provide berthing accommo- 
dation for one fourth of the War 
Fleet in 1908-9. These designs were 
completed in 1904. The designs 
and estimates were for a complete 
naval base to cost £10,000,000. Before 
these designs were fully finished, 
a great departure took place in 
Admiralty policy. Old ships were 
scrapped, and at the beginning of 
1905 there was no need for this 
herthing accommodation. Various plans 
had been proposed since, not for berthing 
accommodation, but for a dock and basin, 
and other matters. There was a definite 
scheme decided upon in August 1905 
to cost £2,300,000. That was a con- 
siderable reduction on the £10,000,000. 
That scheme was proposed just as the 
present Government came into office ; 
but when the skilled advisers to 
the Admiralty had to pronounce upon 
it very grave objections to it were 
found. It was therefore determined to 
get the fullest information as to the 
sub-soil, and a series of investigations 
were carried out by the superintending 
engineer. They had sunk a cylinder, 
and the results of all the experiments 
were now before the Admiralty. They 
would be carefully considered by the 
Board, and further than that he could 
not go at present. 


ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: 
tell whether they are 


*\IATOR 
You cannot 
sitisfactory ! 


*Mr LAMBERT said he could not ; 
they had not been considered by the 
Board of Admiralty yet. There was 
anew work which possibly might be of 
interest to Irish Members. He had 
stated just now that we had at home 
tive Government docks. It was proposed 
to build another. Haulbowline dock was 
completed in 1890, but it was only 411 
feet long, and was therefore inadequate, 
though wide enough, to take a ship of the 
‘‘ Dreadnought ” type. 
extend it to 600 feet, and it would then 


Mr. Lambert. 


{COMMONS} 
long _ battleships | 


They proposed to — 
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be big enough for any existing or pro- 
jected warships. The reason for lengthen- 
ing the dock was that Berehaven was one 
of the principal headquarters of the sea- 
going fleet. Berehaven was ninety miles 
from Haulbowline, where, if a ship was 
damaged, she could put in, when the 
dock was completed. Berehaven was 
250 miles from Devonport ; therefore, if 
a ship was injured at Berehaven, she 
would have to steam 250 miles through a 
rough sea to reach Devonport, a circum- 


' stance which the Admiralty could not 


view without concern. The total Vote 
was £2,758,400, which was an apparent 
increase of £803,900. In reality there 
was a decrease, because they had had 
to provide on the Vote £870,825 for 
work which would have been paid for 
by loan, if they had not adopted the new 
policy. There was also an increase of 
£120,000, on the loan-repayment annuity, 
and they had therefore had to provide 
for extra expenditure outside the 
ordinary Vote to the extent of £991,000. 
There was, in reality, a real decrease 
in the Vote of £187,000. He was 
sure the House of Commons would 
approve of the policy of paying their 
way. It was useless to pay off debt with 
one hand and to borrow money for Naval 
works with the other. The Admiralty 
hoped in this Vote and in others to give 
the country value for their money. All 
non-essentials had been e iminated, but 
there had been no undue cheeseparing. 
The sum asked for was only what, in 
their opinion, was necessary for the 
efficiency of this branch of Naval defence. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he 
/did uot know whether the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down 
thought that by combining brevity 


of speech with paucity of information 
he would thereby assist the passage 
of the Vote, but personally he rather 
doubted it, and he was really amazed 
at the perfunctory manner in which 
he had touched upon some very grave 
questions affecting not only the effici- 
ency but the actual safety of some of 
the most valuable ships in His Majesty's 
Navy. He would deal with these points 
in detail, and commence with a review of 
the financial aspect of the Vote. It was 
perfectly clear that the Vote was of 
unusual importance this year, owing to 
the fact that a number of very important 
works had been -transferred from the 
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Naval Works Loan to the Vote, and the 
hon. Gentleman talked of that as if it 
were an entirely new policy. It was 


Navy 


nothing of the kind. He would be the | 


last person to object to the principle 


which hon. Gentlemen had advocated, | 


of paying their way out of Votes in 
view of the fact that he himself, when he 
was in the hon. Gentleman’s position, 
advocated publicly in the House again 
and again this particular change, and had 
actually initiated it. On the 3rd of 
March, 1904, in the House he said— 


“Tt was the hope of the Admiralty that they 
would be in a position to discontinue the 
system of borrowing for works, and to construct 
them out of the Estimates. It was obvious, 
however, that there must be a transition 
period, and they were now putting such works 
as they could on Vote 10. That accounted for 
some of the large items to be found on the 
Vote.” 
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and the right hon. Gentleman went on 
to point out that there was practically 
£2,000,000 more to borrow. In other 
words, the Government, while it was 
going to stop this “vicious principle” of 
borrowing, at the same time was go- 


ing to borrow every single penny 
that the law allowed, to the tune 
of this £2,000,000. He thought, 


therefore, that the principle of paying 
their way out of Votes was still very 
much in its infancy. There was another 


' point on which the right hon. Gentleman 


spoke last March, which also required a 
little explanation on the financial side. 
He suggested that it was contemplated 
to transfer the interest payments, under 


‘the previous Works Loans Act, from 


And again, speaking as Civil Lord, on | 


28th July, 1905, he said— 


* He had never concealed his own desire that 
they (#.e. the Loans) should be brought toan end 


Vote 10, under which it now appeared, 
to the National Debt. {Mr. EpmunD 
Rosertson: No.| Well, here were 


the right hon. Gentleman’s words— 


“The Navy Estimates will have to bear a 


| dead weight of over £1,250.000 annually, on 


as soon as that could conveniently be done, but | 


it had not been practicable before now. 


This | 


Bill marked a great step in that direction. The | 
transference, however, of certain of this ex- 


penditure to the Votes would, he warned the 
House, involve an increase of £340,000 to 
£350,000 in next year’s Naval Estimates.” 


Moreover, in pursuance of that policy, 
before they left office the late Govern- 


ment did transfer one of the largest items | 
of all, that of Rosyth, from the Works | 
Loan to Vote 10. The present Govern- | 


ment, however, when they came into 
ottice, cut out that item from the Vote, 


and put it back on the Loan, which | 
amounted to a reversal of the policy of 
transference from Loan to Vote which | 


in that way had been initiated. He 
could not admit that the Government 
deserved any special credit for this 
particular reform, except in 
as it continued a_ policy already 
initiated by the late Government. 
But, after all, it was not professions or 
statements of principle which were im- 
portant in this matter; it 
application of the principle. 

he came to what was apparently a conflict 
of opinion between the hon. Gentleman 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty. On 5th March, 
in explaining the policy of the Govern. 
ment, the right hon. Gentleman said that 
their unexhausted 
would be used as far as they would go; 


so far) 


account of past expenditure unless these pay- 
ments are transferred to the National Debt. 
It is immaterial to tue country how the money 
is paid.” 

Was that the course that the right hon. 
Gentleman wished to pursue? He 
sincerely hoped that it was not, because 
the present system of payment provided 
for both interest and sinking fund, 


and for the extinction of the 
debt in the present generation. He 


could not endorse the hon. Gentleman’s 
optimistic idea that by 1938-9 the 
world would have so advanced that there 
would be no necessity for Navies or Naval 
works. But surely it was not immaterial to 
the country that the present system might 
possibly be abandoned, and that this 
debt should be transferredto the National 
Debt of the country. He had no doubt 
that it would have the effect of making 
the Naval Estimates look slimmer at the 
time, and that possibly it might be used as 
another card for the Hague Conference, 
but it was certainly unsound finance. 


| He had said just now that he did not 


was the) 


And here | 


borrowing powers | 


object to the principle of transfer from 
Loan to Vote; but there were serious 
abuses which might result from its opera- 
tion and there was one danger which 
he thought must have been foreseen by 
everybody who had studied the subject. 


| [fit was the case that the old system of con- 


structing works under Loan occasionally 
led to extravagance, it was equally clear 
that the new system, at any rate under a 
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Liberal Government, must almost inevit- 
ably lead to a dangerous starving of neces- 
sary and even of essential naval works. 
This was an old story; it had been the 
history of these naval works in the 
past ; in fact it was the sole and direct 
cause of the necessity of introduc- 


ing the long series of Loan Bills which | 
The right | 


was now drawing to a close. 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had made some very wise 
remarks on this subject. In a debate 


some three years ago, on 3rd March, | 
| influenced the decision of the Amiralty, 


1904, he said these words— 


“The Works Vote in former days was not 
the handmaid, but it was the Cinderella of the 
Navy Vote, and it was snubbed and robbed, 
‘That was in the days before Civil Lords were 
efficient Ministers. It was no doubt starved 
and plundered, and in the days before the 
Naval Works Acts it had reached dangerously 
small figures He admitted that the 
figures were too low before the Naval Works 
Acts were passed, and it was because they 
were too low that those Acts were intro- 
duced.” 


That was undoubtedly the origin of 
this loan expenditure, and he was afraid 
that it was too clearly evident that there 
was a tendency in Vote 10 to repeat the 


state of affairs which led to the introduc- | 


tion of the loan expenditure. There were 
two methods by which the starving of ne- 
cessary works might be carried out. One 
was that they might abandon altogether, 
or postpone, works that were absolutely 
essential, thereby inflicting a grave injury 
on the Navy, and leading to panic ex- 
penditure later on. 5 Another method was 
the even more pernicious process of starv- 


{COMMONS} 
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the matter of what subsequently took 
place. He said that a scheme was ela- 
borated for establishing a first-class dock- 
yard at a cost of £10,000,000, and that 
the scheme which was afterwards pro- 
duced showed that the Admiralty had 
changed its mind. 


*Mr. LAMBERT: I said the conditions 


were altered. 


*Mr. LEE: Quite so, and that had of course 


| He had explained at considerable length 


| Bill in 1905 that the late 


on introducing the Nava! Works Loans 
Government 


ordered plans to be drawn up for the fullest 


ing works which had been actually sane- | 
tioned and begun, through the granting | 


of insignificant yearly doles. 
these systems was grossly unfair to any 
succeeding (Government, because they 
would be compelled later on to grapple 
with the accumulated arrears by embark- 
ing on a vast capital expenditure. He 


protested, therefore, against the action 
| which 


of the Government in respect of two 
important items at least in 
Vote. , 
lock at Portsmouth. The hon. Gentle- 
man had given them a history, though 
not an altogether impartial history, of the 
Rosvth works. He had told them cor- 


Either of | 


| 


the | 
These were Rosyth and the new | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


utilisation of the site purchased, in case it 
should become necessary to use it in years 
to come, because it had teen only too 
evident in past instances that by planning 
a dockyard on too small a small scale, 
not thinking of the future, and then 
attempting to extend it, they found 
themselves obliged to clear away works 
already made and generally they had no 


coherent and natural scheme of ex- 
pansion upon which to proceed. There- 
tore on these sole grounds the late 


Government laid down, on paper only, 
the plans of this large dockyard, but 
they did not intend to construct it then, 
and at the period when the scheme was 
laid before the House of Commons in 
August, 1905, it provided for a small 
self-contained naval base which could be 
expanded if necessary, and on which 
the total expenditure was to be under 
£2,500,000. That item was then trans- 
ferred from the Loan Account to Vote 
10. They handed over the Vote in that 
condition to the present Government, 
who for reasons best known to themselves, 
cut the item out of the Vote. It re 
appeared this year with no total estimate 
and with nothing but a miserable instal 
ment of £10,000 in respect of works 
were to cost over £2,000,000, 
Last year, however, they used language 
which was exceedingly emphatic 
to the vital necessity of constructing 
this base at Rosyth. Reading from a 
document the right hon. Gentleman said 
the Admiralty had no intention of 


as 


rectly that the original idea was approved | departing from the scheme, because it 
by the Board of Admiralty in 1902, that | was an imperative necessity that this 
the site was purchased and examined and | base should be provided on the east 


that the plans worked up in 1903-4. But 
the hon. Gentleman was not quite fair in 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


| 


coast, but that was the position of this 
project to-day after four years of 
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consideration? In proportion to the | 
total cost of the works the sum of £10,000 
to be spent this year was ridiculous. It 
was not sufficient to enable the Govern- | 
ment to let the main contract even if it was 
passed by the House. Really, after all this 
expenditure of time, he felt that the 
Government were trifling with the Com- 
mittee and the country about this question 
of Rosyth. It was a most lamentable 
example of the system of starving works 
by indefinite postponement. They had 
brought forward no valid excuse tor 
further delay. The preliminary works 
were admittedly completed, together with 
the railway connections, water supply, 
borings, and other matters which had to 
he attended to in the first place. The 
Civil Lord had referred to the sinking 
of the cylinder as a matter which was 
still under consideration, but he knew 
perfectly well that that had been done 
most successfully. The results showed 
that the site was peculiarly advantageous 
from an engineering point of view. There 
was, therefore, no reason whatever, except 
the financial reason, for not going on with 
the work. There had been various incidents 
connected with the business at Rosyth. 
They were informed in December last that | 
the superintending engineer was to be | 
withdrawn and sent to Portsmouth because 
there was no work for him to do, and then 
later he was ordered to remain, but he 
was given a staff ridiculously inadequate 
tor the purpose of going on with the 
vork at all. In answer to a (Question 
asked yesterday the hon. Gentleman 
stated the total engineering staff now at 
liosyth consisted of six persons, who had 
tlso to look after the whole of the coast- 
guard services in Scotland. He thought 
they were justified in saying that the 
(rovernment did not mean business in this 
question of Rosyth. It was not necessary | 
to emphasise again the urgency of this | 
work, which the right hon. Gentleman 
himself admitted so forcibly last year. 
Even under the most favourable circum- 
stances and with unlimited funds, it | 
would take seven or eight years to 
complete the work. Who could foresee 
what would be our international relation- 
ships in seven years time? The work 
ought to be pressed on with all possible 
«lespatch. The necessity for it had been 
more than ever emphasised 
establishment of the new Home Fleet, 
sometimes called the North Sea Fleet. 


They were told that it was to be based on | 
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by the, 
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ports immediately in the vicinity of the 
North Sea. In the meantime they were 
told that it was based onSheerness. He 
felt bound to investigate a little more 
closely the alleged claim that this Fleet 
was already provided with a base. Sheer- 
ness was practically an open roadstead. 
It was an absolutely impracticable and 
unsafe base in time of war. It was 
exposed to torpedo attack at any time, 
and as a matter of fact first-class battle- 
ships could only cross the bar and get 
into the roadstead eight hours out of the 
twenty-four, and wounded ships could 
only cross the bar at high water, and yet 
this was supposed to be a base for the 
Home Fleet. Chatham was quite useless 
as a hbase, the access to it being so 
precarious. He remembered that a 
calculation was made that access to it 
could only be obtained 150 days in the 
whole year. There was no dock what- 
ever there capable of taking in the 
“Dreadnought” or the “ Invincible.” 
The next nearest port was Portsmouth. 
There again it was admitted by the 
right hon. Gentleman that there was 
only one dock which was even theoretically 
capable of taking in the “ Dreadnought.” 
The docks at Portsmouth were so 
situated that they could only be entered 
by the largest vessels six hours out of the 
twenty-four, and in the case of the 
Dreadnought,” they could only be entered 
through an emergency entrance which 
could not be used in certain directions of 
the wind and tide, and which in any 


case was most unsafe. The nearest 
available base, therefore, was Devon- 
port, and in the absence of Rosyth 


wounded ships would have to traverse 
275 miles, after passing the Straits of 
Dover, of narrow waters probably infested 
with torpedo craft before they could reach 
a place of safety and pe docked. Speak- 
ing of the necessity for a new dock at 
Haulbowline, the right hon. Gentleman 
said that vessels at Berehaven in order to 
get to Devonport “ would have to traverse 
250 miles of water, which was a contin- 
gency the Admiralty could not contem- 
plate without apprehension.” Surely that 
was a strong reinforcement of his argu- 
ment. It was absurd to suppose that 
these ships could be provided with an 
adequate base at Devonport if they had 
to traverse 275 miles of narrow waters, 
exposed to attack all the way. Asto the 
entrance to Portsmouth, the Civil Lord, 
speaking last year in very forcible 


L 
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language in regard to the urgent necessity 
for a new dock entrance, said— 


“ The Board of Admiralty, with a due sense 
of responsibility in the matter, thought it 
essential that this new lock should be con- 
structed. It was impossible for large ships 
such as the “ Dreadnought” to enter the exist- 
ing locks. All those who had knowledge of 
naval matters would know that to take a ship 
into a basin with both eaissons open, would be 
rather a serious matter should an accident 
oceur, and the ships in the basin would run 
the risk of considerable damage. Therefore it 
was proposed by this new work to construct a 
lock 850 feet long, 110 feet wide, and 33 feet 
at low-water level.” 


But what was the Government doing 
to carry out this urgent work which was 
to cost nearly a million sterling? They 
put in the Estimates of last year a sum 
of £10,000 of which only £250 had been 
spent, no doubt, mainly in correspondence. 
down 


This year they put another 
£10,000, though apparently nothing 


whatever had been done. The hon. 
gentleman’s excuse was that there were a 
number of rival schemes, and that the 
Admiralty could not make up_ its 
mind which was the proper one. 


Tye SECRETARY to THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpmMuND Rosertson, Dun- 
dee) was understood to say that they 
were asking outside advice. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said they were 
calling in outside advice, but it was per- 
fectly absurd to suppose that the profes- 
sional advisers of the Admiralty could not 
make up their minds on a compuratively 
simple matter of this kind in eighteen 
months. At any rate, from his own know- 
ledge of the Works Department of 
the Admiralty, which the hon. Gentle- 
man so justly eulogised, and which had 
carried out the greatest engineering 
works of this kind all over the world, | 
he absolutely refused to believe that 


those splendid engineers were so in- | 


competent as to be unable in eighteen | 
months to work out a scheme for a new 
lock entrance at Portsmouth. 


was obviously a financial one. It was 


very convenient, when the Government | 


wanted delay, to point out that experts 
differed. He supposed that had been a 
common device of all Governments at 
different times. The fact appeared | 
to be that the Government did not 
wish to provide the necessary money 
on the Naval Estimates lest they | 
Mr. Lee. 
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should appear too large. That was 
a dangerous policy, and he would 
almost say that it was scandalous, in 
view of the accidents which had recently 
happened at Portsmouth in connection 
with the docking of vessels. He thought 
the fact ought to be clearly recognised 
by the Committee and the public that 
within the last few months they had 
very nearly had a most serious accident to 
the “Dreadnought,” which, as he had 
said, could only be got into the basin 
at all through an emergency entrance, 
which was not safe in certain states of 
the weather. The “ Dreadnought,” on the 
occasion to which he referred, stuck in the 
entrance of No. 15 dock, and considerably 


| damaged both the dock and herself. That 
was a very serious matter indeed, 


for if it had not been for a remarkable 
stroke of luck, the ‘“* Dreadnought ” would 
have broken her back. Again, there was 
the case of the “ Britannia,” a first-class 
battleship, which was entering the “ Deep” 
or tidal dock, and owing to the insutticient 
margin she stuck in the entrance, just 
as the tide was turning, and it was only 
by a miracle, and by the use of several 
dockyard tugs, that she was hauled clear 
just in time to save her from breaking 
her back. It was common rumour 
in Portsmouth that the Admiral in 
command of the station had _ notified 
the Admiralty that he refused to take 
those ships of the largest class into dock 
under those conditions. He thought it 
was extremely probable that that rumour 
was true. In spite of all this the Govern- 
ment were trifling with the matter. They 
were putting down a ridiculously small 
sum on the Estimates, and they had not 
informed the House of the serious facts to 
which he had just alluded. He would 
not at this stage make any comments 


upon less important items in the Vote :. 


but he asserted that they on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House were justified 
in entering a most vigorous protest 
against a return to the system of 
starving works which prevailed a genera- 
tion ago, and which, if persisted in, 
would impose once again on the suc- 
cessors of the existing Government a 
burdensome and unfair obligation to 
meet the accumulation of arrears by 
vast capital expenditure and perhaps a 
fresh series of Loans Bulls. 


Mr. JENKINS (Chatham) said he 


trusted the country would not be scared: 
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after reading the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Fareham ; and he hoped that the 
right hon. Member for Dundee would give 
to him a very pertinent reply. He could 
not accept all that the hon. Gentleman 
had said as to the naval bases of the 
country. At the same time, the hon. 
(ientleman had had experience at the 
Board of Admiralty in the last Govern- 
ment, although, in order to build up a 
case for Portsmouth, he had discounted 
the existence of other naval bases such 
as Plymouth, Devonport, and Chatham. 
He (Mr. Jenkins) was not opposed to the 
policy of the Admiralty in so far as this 
Vote was concerned; he would cer- 
tainly support it. What he would 
suggest was that the Admiralty had not 
gone far enough. They had heard from 
the hon. Gentleman that there were at the 
present time five dry-docks that would 
accommodate the “ Dreadnought” ; and 
these were at Keyham, Devonport, and 
Portsmouth. His contention was that it 
was of the greatest importance that there 
should be a dry-dock at every naval 
base in the country sufficiently large to 
accommodate our largest ships. There 
were eight dry docks that could accom- 
modate an “Invincible.” The “ Dread- 
nought” was not very much larger 
than the ships of the “Invincible” 
class, although she might have a little 
more beam. Why not increase those 
docks in length and breadth? It could 
easily be done ; and in that event there 
would be a dry dock at every station at 
which a fleet was stationed. They were 
told that there were ten private docks in 
the country which could accommodate 
ships of the “ Dreadnought ” class; but 
these were built as a private speculation 
and for the accommodation of the huge 
merchant vessels now being launched. 
The argument put forth at times in favour 
of work being given by the Admiralty 
to private contractors for the construction 
of warships was that in time of war 
we should undoubtedly stand in need of 
assistance from those private firms. 
What he wanted to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Admiralty 
was whether the Government could com- 
mandeer those private docks at any time 
the Admiralty might require them? He 
ventured to say that it was impossible to 
do so; and, therefore, he submitted that 
in the national dockyards in the United 
Kingdom there should be at least one 
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vessels of the “ Drealnought ” class, but 
vessels of an even larger size. It would 
he only wise on the part of the Admiralty 
to look ahead and consider whether it 
might not be necessary to build in the 
future larger ships than the “ Dread- 
nought.” The Civil Lord of the Admir- 
alty said that they had spent £2,000,000 
at Chatham in the construction of docks. 
| Was he to understand that that was for 
a dry or a wet dock ? 


*Mr. LAMBERT: It was for a dock, 
barracks and other works. 


Mr. JENKINS said he understood 
that nearly £1,000,000 had been paid by 
the country for a ship-way which was 
sufficiently large to build a ship almost 
as large again as the “ Dreadnought,” but 
it was only used for building small barges. 
He saw that a sum of £2,800 was set 
aside for the lengthening of No. 2 dock at 
Chatham. Did that apply to a dry dock 
or a wet dock? If it applied to the 

|lengthening of a drydock, he asked 

whether that dock would be sufficiently 
large to take in the “Dreadnought ?” 
He entirely agreed with the policy of 
|the Admiralty in making a drydock at 
Haulbowline, but if they were to have dry 
docks at every naval base it would put 
the country in a more secure position. 
He formally moved the reduction of Item 
B by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item B be reduced by £100.”— 
(Mr. Jenkins.) 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
‘said the policy of the Government to 
reduce expenditure on navai works at any 
| possible cost must lead to the most disas- 
trous results. He was a great disciple 
of the principles of economy, and was 
always pleased when expenditure was 
diminished, but true economy did not 
merely mean not spending a certain 
amount of money, but spending what was 
absolutely necessary to provide for the 
safety of the country. The way to secure 
efficiency was tospend money at the proper 
time and the present was a suitable 
moment, as the finances of the country 
were in as flourishing a condition as they 
were likely to be for some time to come. 
The Admiralty and the Government as 








dry-dock sufficient to admit not only |a whole had taken great credit for 


L 2 








311 Nury 


not using money by way of loan, 
covering it by a sinking fund spread 
over a number of years in order to 
construct these very necessary works. 
He thought they were yielding to a 
temptation not to spend money which 
was necessary, which they were unable 
to resist unless they were spurred on by 
hon. Members. The result of not de- 
fraying the necessary expenditure could 
only end in one way, and that was that 
they would have to resort again to 
the system of loans which right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite disliked so 
much. He made these remarks in no 
Party spirit, but from the point of 
view of real and efticient administra- 
tion, and he was inclined to think 
that his view was the true one, that 
the chief object of the Admiralty and the 
(;overnment was to save money regard- 
less of the fact that the safety ot the 
Empire must be endangered thereby. It 
was no use having magnificent ships, if in 
time of war we had not the docks into 
which they could be placed for purposes 
of repair. These great vessels cost 
£1,000,000 or even £2,000,000, and it 
seemed to him to be false economy to 
save £400,000 or £500,000, and in conse- 
quence lose a ship which cost £2,000,000, 
He urged the Government to reconsider 
this question. There was a sum 
of £940,000 for a new lock at Ports- 
mouth. The amount already voted was 
£10,000, and the sum expended till the 
31st March was £250, while that to be 
voted for 1907-8 was £20,000. That 
left unvoted £919,750, which was 
necessary to complete the work, and this 
was done by a Government which arro- 
gated to itself the position of being 
the most business-like and most efficient 
Government of modern days. He did 
not think, however, that that could be 
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*THeE CHAIRMAN said the hon. 


Baronet appeared to be wandering over 
the whole of the Vote, but a reduction 
had been moved and he must confine 
himself to the Amendment. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he had _ for- 
gotten the Motion for reduction. 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) asked as a point 
of order whether it was not competent 
in Committee of Supply, although an 
Amendment had been moved, still to 
refer to anything which was contained in 
the main Question. If the closure were 
moved, the whoie Vote might be done 
with, 


*THE CHAIRMAN said there was no 
question as to his ruling being correct 
under the Resolution of the House of the 
9th of February, 1858. 


Sin F. BANBURY, proceeding, com- 
plained that the Estimates for Simons 
Bay dockyard extension should have been 
reduced from £2,460,000 to£2,060,000, 
a reduction of £400,000 or one fifth of 
the total estimate. He would be glad to 
have some explanation. 


Mr. MOND (Chester) was sorry that 
he could not agree with the hon. Baronet, 
although his knowledge of business 
matters was so vast, when he criticised 
the Government for only spending a 
small amount on a new lock at Ports- 
mouth. He did not suppose he wanted 
the Government to spend a large sum of 
money before they had got out their 
plans. No business man would rush into 
an expenditure of £900,000 before he 
| had prepared himself with information, 
especially if the matter was not urgent. 


regarded as an etticient and economical | 


way of doing business. He made 
attack upon any Government, but while 
the Unionist Government took up this 
question from his point of view fourteen 
or fifteen years ago, the idea of right 
hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite ap- 
peared to be to put off the evil day, and 
to postpone payments upon anything 
which was not showy, and did not give 
to occupants of office any great credit. 
He asked why, when the Admiralty had 
engineers of their own, they should pay 
£2,000 salary to an outside firm of 
engineers. 
Sir F. Banbury. 


ho | 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that as the 
hon. Gentleman was not in the House when 
he was speaking he might interrupt him 
for a moment to say that he himself had 
detailed two cases where two of the best 
ships in the British Navy were very nearly 
lost owing to the neglect of the Admiralty 
to provide accommodation for remedying 
| their defects. 


Mr. MOND said he regretted that he 
was not present when the hon. Gentle- 
man spoke. But at the same time he 
could not imagine that the Board of 


—————— 





312 


hon. 
over 
tion 
nfine 


for- 


RD 
yoint 
stent 
» an 
| to 
“din 
were 
done 


iS no 
rrect 
f the 


com- 
nons 
been 
O00, 
h of 
id to 


that 
net, 
ness 
ised 
e. & 
orts- 
nted 
mn of 
sheir 
into 
> he 
tion, 
nt. 


s the 
vhen 
him 
| had 
best 
early 
ralty 
ving 


it he 
ontle- 
ie he 
d of 





315 Navy 


Admiralty were so careless of the best | 


ships of the Navy that they would neglect 
any work necessary for their maintenance. 
He did not rise, however, to continue | 
that particular discussion. He wanted | 
to hear something from the Government 
upon the whole question of naval 
works. He was horrified to see the 
enormous sums that were spent on naval 
works. Millions of pounds had been ex- 
pended on bricks and mortar for which he 
could not see that there had been any 
adequate return. Had it not been for 
the lucky accident of the Russo-Japanese 
war we should no doubt have spent 
millions of pounds on Wei-hai-wei in turn- 
ing it into a naval base. It was only the 
South African War that induced the late 
Government to cease spending money 
recklessly on naval works in all parts of 
the world. No doubt if we had an endless 
purse it would be useful to have dry 
docks everywhere, but the experience of 
the Russo-Japanese war had shown that 
the Navy could make use of temporary 
places when carrying on a war. He 
would like to see more money spent on 
ships and men and less on docks and 
harbours. He was very doubtful, for 
instance, of the utility of the Dover works. 
The testimony of cross-Channel captains 
was that Dover Harbour was more 
dangerous to enter now in bad weather 
than before, and was a greater danger 
to navigation. On one oceasion in 
bad weather a steamer could not get 
into the harbour at all and her passengers 
were landed on the outside of the pier. 
That, of course, might be due to the works 
not being finished. He asked how long 
it would be before they were, and also 
what useful purpose these works, costing 
millions of money, would serve when 
finished. A case for a dry dock could be 
established in an infinite number of places. 
Further he could not see that all these 
works should be paid for out of current 
revenue. Worxs of this kind, which 
were of a permanent character, were 
much more a capital charge than a 
charge on revenue. He hoped there 
would be some declaration by the 
Goverment that they had set their face 
against naval harbours and bases where 
they were not required. If there was a 
commercial dry dock in a particular 
place, there was surely no necessity to 
duplicate that because at some time they 
might have a war ship which they might 
require to put into it. 
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*CapTtaAin HERVEY (Bury St. Ed- 
munds) said he did not wish to follow 
the hon. Member who had just sat down. 
What he thought they ought to do was 
to criticise the new works which were 
required, and get those works carried out 
as quickly, economically and efficiently 
as possible. He could conceive no place 
where new works were more necessary 
now than at Portsmouth itself, though 
there were a great many other places 
where they were required. Last year 
the question of docking accommodation 
was taken up as it was now, and 
they were then told that the Admiralty 
were considering it. That was a year 
ago, and they were no further forward 
now, so far as getting what was required 
was ‘concerned. What was wanted 
was proper accommodation for docking 
our new big battleships. When the 
Admiralty scheme of 1889 was brought 
in, workshops, docks, ships and men were 
included in it. But when it was found 
that that scheme was very expensive 
the men were chopped off it, and the 
scheme was spoilt, and in consequence 
the Navy was very badly off for men 
for some. time. The Admiralty had 
started building big ships, and ships 
would be bigger in the future, and 
unless they built, at the same time, docks 
to accommodate those ships, they would 
in the future find themselves just as 
inefficient in this regard as they had 
been handicapped in the past for lack 
of men. At Portsmouth there was a 
dock capable of taking the “ Dreadnought. 
That dock was inside a basin, and to get 
to it the ship had to go from tidal waters 
into that basin. There were two entrances 
to the basin which could only be entered 
at high tide. The “ Dreadnought” tried 
to get in at one of them, but owing to its 
position what with wind and tide it was 
found to be too narrow; in the case 
of the other entrance, that was through a 
double lock which was too short. The 
necessity of at once increasing the 
size of at least one of those entrances 
would be apparent to the Committee, for, 
as his hon. friend had told them, when 
the “ Britannia” was being taken into the 
lock on a nearly high but falling tide she 
only got half way when she stuck, and 
it was only by a great stroke of good luck 
that the country did not lose £2,000,000 
through her breaking her back. The Civil 
Lord had told the Committee that there 
were ten private docks available for ships 
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of the “ Dreadnought ” class, but he had 
omitted to state that on the east 
coast there was not a single Government 
dock between Portsmouth and the north 
of Scotland which would accommodate 
the “Dreadnought.” There might be 
one private dock that might be useful 
for a man-of-war in case of emergency, 
but there was no certainty that such a 
dock would be empty when required. If 
when it was wanted there happened to 
be a mercantile ship in it with her 
bottom out it would be a difficult thing 
to get her out and the warship in. He 
had a personal experience in the Mediter- 
ranean in peace times with a dock at 
Malta. Torpedo practice was taking 
place and a torpedo with a dummy head 
struck the “Nile” and made a hole 
in her through which the water came in 
hard, and it was only by the exercise 
of the utmost promptness that she was 


got into dock without unnecessary 
damage. They did not want unneces- 


sary risks to be run in time of war. 
He did not care where the Government 


made the dock. He did not tie them | 


down to Rosyth or anywhere else, but 


he thought a dock should be built on | 


the east coast capable of taking a 
“Dreadnought.” For that reason he 
should support the reduction, although 
he did not like to vote against naval 
supplies. He supported it because he 
thought the Government had not been 
doing the best they could to keep up all 


theneeds of a modern Navy. The big ships | 


they were building at this time should be 
built concurrently with the building of 
big docks to keep the big ships efficient. 


Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral) said that he looked upon the 
Rosyth transaction as a scandal and a 
disgrace to the Party which carried 
it through. The Government paid 
for the site £122,000, which, invested 
at 3 per cent., would produce £3,765 
per annum, and that was the price 
paid for land which before was only 
producing £1,622. He understood that 


the site at Rosyth was chosen during | 


what was called the German scare. Had 
the Admiralty vet come to a conclusion 
regarding it? What was this £10,000 
going to be spent on? It was put down in 
a rather loose way and no statement 
accompanied it, and he asked for a clear 
statement whether they were to look 
upon the Rosyth base as one which would 


Cuptain Hervey. 
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be developed in the future or as one 
which was going to be abandoned. 
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*Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
said that one or two of the observa- 
tions made by the hon. Member for 
Chester required some comment. He 
had said that the naval harbour at 
Dover was a waste of money because 
the captains of Channel steamers had 
found that it was not so easy to get 
in as had been anticipated. Surely the 
harbour which the Channel steamers used 
and the new naval harbour were totally 
different things. The experience of the 
cross Channel steamers, however disagree- 
able, had nothing at ali to do with the 
new naval harbour at Dover. He would 
like the Civil Lord to give them some in- 
formation with regard to the recent 
grounding of the “ Duke of Edinburgh.” 
It had been said that there was consider- 
able danger in entering the new naval 
harbour, and if the hon. Member would 
tell the Committee the nature of the 
Reports which the Admiralty — had 
received with respect to the accident to 
the “ Duke of Edinburgh ” and the general 
capabilities of the new harbour at Dover, 
it would tend to quiet the minds of many 
hon. Members. It had been said that the 
extension of the dock at Simon’s Bay was 
a waste of money. Supposing they went 
to war and the Suez Canal was closed, 
if they had to send their ships round 
by the Cape they would find a naval 
dockyard in Simon’s Bay most necessary 
in the event of a naval action taking 
place off the coast ot Africa. The Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty had said that the 
present Government were observing con- 
tinuity of policy in naval matters and 
practically carrying out the broad lines of 
the policy laid down by the late Adminis- 
tration. In some ways he might con- 
gratulate them upon doing so, but surely 
they could not lay claim to any continuity 
of policy at Rosyth, or in regard to the 
new lock at Portsmouth. As far as 
Rosyth was concerned, it was practi- 
cally decided by the late Board of 
Admiralty that £2,500,000 should be 
spent at Rosyth and they found now that 
£10,000 was put down. It was practi- 
cally agreed by the late Board that 
£940,000 was going to be spent on the 
new lock at Portmouth, and the present 
Government had only spent £250, and 
thev proposed to spend £20,000 during the 
next financial year. If the money was 
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spent at that rate it would take fifty years 
to finish the new lock at Portsmouth. The 
Civil Lord had stated that there were four 
large docks at Keyham which would take 
the “ Dreadnought” or the “ Invincible ” 
class of battleship, but he would remind 
the hon. Member that Keyham was not 
Devonport. The new Portsmouth dock- 
yard was an instance of the Government 
taking credit both ways. They were 
taking credit for reducing the Estimates 
and also for reducing the National 
Debt. He believed he was right in 
saying that if a sum of money was put 
down last year at £10,000 for a new 
dock and that money was not spent it 
went automatically to the reduction of 
the National Debt. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was taking great credit 
for reducing the Debt, but how had he 
done it? Simply by starving the naval 
services, and not doing what the late 
‘rovernment considered necessary. 


*Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) said 


that in reply to the hon. Member for 


Fareham he wished to point out that 
although it was true that the late 
(rovernment decided to abandon the 
Works Bill, it was one thing saying they 
were going to do a thing, and another 
thing to do it. He thought the present 
‘rovernment were to be congratulated 
upon having abandoned that policy. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that what he 
told the Committee was that the late 
(sovernment made a serious beginning by 
transferring the whole item of £2,500,000 
for Rosyth from Loans to the Vote. They 
approved the Vote in that way, but the 
present Government cut it out and put it 
on Loan. 


*\MIr. BELLAIRS said the scheme was 
never commenced. It remained in the 
air, and he hoped it would always remain 


in that state. He congratulated the | 


{sovernment upon the foresight they had 
shown in regard to that matter. When 
the late Board of Admiralty framed 
the estimate he did not believe they 
had the slightest knowledge of the 
foundations at Rosyth. The only 
intimation they had was that the Forth 
Bridge had to be sunk eighty-six feet 
deep before they reached the solid 
foundation. As regarded the Works 
bill they found that by putting the money 
on the Estimate, and therefore forcing a 
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closer scrutiny of the expenditure, they 
had effected an economy of £2,366,000. 
The abolition of the Works Bill had 
resulted in a saving upon the Malta 
breakwater of £325,000, and of £400,000 
at Simon’s Bay. With regard to what had 
heen spent upon coaling facilities, many 
great naval authorities were against the 
expenditure. He agreed that it was gene- 
rally unnecessary to provide such facilities, 
because they could get a more efficient 
service by using colliers, for then they 
would get the coal fresh without any 
depreciation, and it was quite possible to 
organise a collier service to meet the wants 
of the Fleet. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Fareham in regard to the 
system of placing the money on the Esti- 
mates and spreading the expenditure over 
a great number of years. In that way 
they did not get the benefit of the ex- 
penditure until many years had elapsed. 
A good instance of that had been given 
in regard to the lock at Portsmouth which 
was put down to cost £940,000, and for 
which £10,000 was provided last year 
and never spent, and £20,000 this 
year. He found about a dozen items 
in which they were only proposing 
to spend about 10 per cent. of the total 
cost, and if that sort of thing went on it 
meant that they would spread the ex- 
penditure over a great number of years 
and thus reproduce all those evils which 
accompanied slow shipbuilding. The 
Civil Lord was very strong in his views 
about the lock at Portsmouth and he 
deserved great credit for his prophetic 
forecast. He had pictured the case of a 
vessel endangering all the other vessels 
in the basin by an accident, and some 
time afterwards, in addition to the 
accidents mentioned by the hon. 
Member for the Fareham Division, the 
“Terrible” ran into and sank a caisson in 
the basin. He would remind him, how- 
ever, that it was no use knowing the Derby 
winner if he was not going to back it. 
In this case they had an instance where 
the Civil Lord possessed all the foresight 
necessary in regard to the lock at Ports- 
mouth, and yet he was doing very little 
in*the way of providing it. He wished 
for a few moments to draw attention to 
the Report of the Committee on 
Publie Accounts for the year 1906. They 
had not had an opportunity of discussing 
those accounts, but that Committee 
found very serious fault with the Board 
of Admiralty in regard to the accounts 
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for the year 1904, and they reported on 
Vote 10— 


‘* First on the plea of urgency, Parliament is 
committed to an expenditure of £35,000 for 
which no provision was made in the Estimates 
for the year; secondly, on the same plea of 
urgency, a departure was permitted from the 
general rule that tenders shall be invited for 
carrying out works. This expenditure was 
necessitated, as in many other cases, by a 
change of policy. i 
ture by subordinate officers, the criticism of 
errors of estimates, and in short the works of 
your Committee will be to a large extent 
useless if by the excuse of a change of policy 
any department can shake itself clear of 
Parliamentary control.” 


It would be seen that the Public 
Accounts Committee censured the Board 
of Admiralty for changing its policy and 
declared that the Admiralty was trying 
to shake itself clear of Parliamentary 
control. There was a striking instance 
in regard to Osborne College, where 


the Government came to Parliament 
with a_ total Estimate, saying that 


it was going to cost £40,000. That 
expenditure was increased by Treasury 
sanction to £160,000, and now the Civil 
Lord was asking for another £20,000 for 
the hospital. Similar changes of policy 
had occurred in connection with works at 
Chatham. As pointed out by a memo- 
rial of the corporation, large expendi- 
ture was incurred in regard to plans for 
a basin and dock area of 65 acres, after 
which the Admiralty decided to abandon 
all the works on the ground that they 
were going to have a base at Rosyth. 
He would much prefer an old dockyard 
developed than a new dockyard, because 
the latter always meant great expense 
upon a number of items which did not 
occur in the case of an old dockyard. 
They had to provide a new base 
and then equipments. Then there 
was personnel, and finally the Admiralty 
generally urged the War Oftice to incur 
large expenditure on fortifications and 
guns. In recent years they had seen four 
doekyards abandoned, viz., Trincomalee, 
Jamaica, Halifax, and Esquimault, and in 
the case of three of them at any rate 
expenditure had been incurred up to the 
very last moment, and that expenditure 
was hastened in order to finish the contract, 
although they were going to he abandoned. 
Coaling stations had been abandoned, viz., 
St. Lucia, Ascension and Wei-hai-wei, 
and now we were undergoing disillusion- 
ment in regard to the huge expenditure 
at Dover. With regard to the accident 


Mr. Bellairs. 
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to the “Duke of Edinburgh,” the 
entrance to Dover he understood was 
600 feet wide in one case and 800 feet in 
the other, and he could not see why the 
fact of another ship coming out at the 
same time should have driven the “ Duke 
of Edinburgh” on to the shore, as stated 
in the official Answer on 25th March, 
when it was alleged that the “ Duke of 
Edinburgh” had to anchor to avoid col- 
lision and the vessel drifted on shore owing 
to the bad holding ground. He under- 
stood that all the moorings at Dover had 
to be relaid, and that would take two 
years. If the Admiralty wanted to try 
a very simple test at this new naval 
base he would advise them to send 
the Channel Fleet and the Home Fleet 
to anchor at Dover. He was confident 
they would not respond to this challenge. 
He thought the multiplication of dock- 
yards was a great evil, and he was ot 
opinion that everything necessary outside 
the Royal dockyards could easily be 
provided by subsidising private enter- 
prise. At Colombo they had obtained 
a magnificent dock, kept in constant 
practice by private work, for a lump 
sum of only £159,000. They might 
have pursued that policy by subsi- 
dising the Cape Town dock, and in 
that way they would have saved the 
expenditure at Simon’s Bay. — Lord 
Spencer, one of the best First Lords this 
country had ever had, said on August 
10th, 1903, referring to Rosyth— 

“JT do think it is a very serious matte: 
indeed to start a new base, for ny experience 
cf having new centres is this, that directly you 
get a new centre, and an independent centre, 
you increase enormously the expenditure whicl 
has to be found. So far as 1 ean see I should 
very much prefer to see almost double the 
amount which is supposed to be going to be 
spent on this new Scotch base spent on the old 
dockyards and the old naval bases, rather than 
on a new one, for the reason I have given, 
namely, that the moment you get a new 
establishment you increase the expenditure 
enormously.” 

That was his case against Rosyth and 
against multiplying these new dockyards 
Notwithstanding the expenditure upon 
the dockyard at Malta it was frequently 
found necessary to bring war vessels from 
Malta to this country to be repaired 
When the “Hood” lost her rudder in 
1902 she was brought under convoy all 
the way from Malta to Plymouth. In 
his opinion Portsmouth, Plymouth or 
Chatham could deal with such matters 
much better than they could be dealt with 
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There | 


at the small dockyard at Malta. 
| 


was the case of the ‘ Dominion” which 
was sent to Bermuda to be repaired, and | 
it was afterwards found necessary to | 
send her to England to have her repairs | 
attended to. The same thing happened 
in regard to the “Commonwealth ” ; she 
was patched at Gibraltar and then brought 
to England. He thought they could get 
all the patchwork done very conveniently | 
by private enterprise. If they had en- 
couraged private enterprise at Gibraltar 
they would have had the use of splendid | 
docks there, which would have been | 
available not only for the vessels belong- | 
ing to the Navy but also for the 
mercantile marine, and would have cost | 
the country afew hundred thousand pounds | 
subsidy instead of many millions. The 
Civil Lord had referred to Berehaven 
being a base for the Atlantic Fleet, and | 
therefore necessitating the development | 
of a handy dockyard like Haulbowline. | 
He distrusted the argument of having | 
dockyards handy in the neighbourhood of 
possible battles. He would remind the 
Civil Lord that if they went to war with 
any nation they would have to fight one 
fleet and not several. In the case of the | 
Americans or the Germans or in the case 
of France, they found each navy in one 
fleet. In his opinion it was quite possible 
for any of our disabled ships to sail home | 
for repairs at a speed of from ten to 
twelve knots without possibility of inter- 
ference from the enemy’s fleet with which | 
it had fought as they would be too much 
occupied with their own damaged ships. 
In these days of wireless telegraphy 
the dockyard could be easily informed, 
and vessels which were damaged could 
be towed home at twelve knots. | 
Where the battle of Camperdown was 
fought was twenty hours sail from 
Chatham and forty-four hours from 
Plymouth. St. Vincent was seventeen 
hours from the patching station at 
(tibraltar and seventy-one hours from 
Plymouth. Trafalgar was five hours 
from Gibraltar and eighty-three hours 
from Plymouth. In the case of Wilhelms- | 
haven Rosyth was thirty-seven and a half 
hours off, Sheerness twenty-two and a half 
hours, and Portsmouth thirty-six and a | 
half. He did not see any reason why the 
Chathamdockyard should not be developed | 
as was contemplated in the original 
scheme of the last Government. Most 
people were under the impression that 
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Rosyth was just opposite the German 
coast. But as matter of fact it was one 
hour further away from that coast than 
Portsmouth. He did not see any reason 
why a patching dock should not he 
made at Hull in addition to the Hepburn 


| dock on the Tyne, of course by private 


enterprise. He thought the strongest 
argument against the late Government's 
Rosyth scheme was that though it pur- 
ported to be an exhaustive inquiry it 
took for granted the crowded state of 
the dockyards, and on those grounds 
advocated the provision of a new dock- 
yard at Rosyth. During that inquiry 
it was found that at a certain date in 
1900 there was a congestion of ships 
at the dockyards. The reason for that 


| not being necessary now was that they 


had altered their policy, they had got 
better administration of the dockyards, 
and under the new policy they did not 
build so much in the Royal dockyards, 
which were thus rendered more available 
for the carrying out of repairs. Lord 
Selborne said that Rosyth was required 
simply because otherwise there would he 


( no place at which to stow His Majesty's 


ships. That forecast had been completely 
falsified, because there was ample room 
room in the Royal dockyards, and since 
Lord Selborne delivered that speech 
they had discharged no less than 8,000 
men for want of work. He did not 
intend to move the reduction of the 
Vote of which he had given notice. 
The Government were still staying 
their hands, and they would no doubt 
bring forward tangible proposals next 
vear, either abandoning the scheme 
or making definite proposals in regard 
to Rosyth. The £10,000 could not 
be required for any known purpose, 
because the Government had £37,000 in 
hand last vear to carry out all their 
surveys. It seemed to him that Rosyth 
had for the Admiralty the fatal fascination 
of anew toy. It was like a child who 
desired to have the moon. He hoped the 
Admiralty would not get Rosyth any 
more than the child would get the moon. 
They came forward with something at 
the back of their minds in regard to a 
project which on the face of it might 
appear a small one of a few millions, . 
but which he was certain would extend 
to forty millions, in view of the great 
depth of mud they had to deal with, 


‘and the mile and a half of breakwater 
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be constructed. There was behind 
the project an immense amount of con- 
cealed expenditure of which the House 
had no knowledge, and therefore he hoped 
the Government would exercise the 
greatest amount of caution before em- 
barking upon it. 


to 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he desired to 
say a word about dockyard accommoda- 
tion. He regretted that any Party 
element should be brought in on either 
side, because there was from the Party 
point of view a great deal to be said both 
ways, and if they dealt with such matters 
they would not get any “forrarder.” On 
that occasion they should consider what 
the dockyard policy should be in regard 
to the future, and on that they might 
express certain definite and general 
vpinions without committing themselves 
to details in regard to matters on which 
they could not possibly form competent 
opinions. They were not competent to 
say whether Rosyth was or was not the 
best place for a new base, nor could they 
say whether it would be possible to deal 
with the situation by an extension of 
Chatham as against a new dockyard in 
the north. But they could not afford 
to rely so much on the establish- 
ments west of Dover. The whole 
situation had lately changed. The 
question of the basing of our fleets, 
and the spots at which in future they 
were likely to be stationed, had so greatly 
changed in recent years that it was im- 
possible to believe that we had sufficient 
establishment south-east of Dover. We 
had Portsmouth and Southampton, where 
we were spending money now on naval 
works ; we had Portland and Devonport, 
and all the establishments west of Dover. 
He could not think that the number of 
docks we had now ready to accommodate 
our big ships were in the right places. It 
was necessary to look forward to the 
establishment of a base somewhere east 
of Dover and within easier reach of the 
North Sea, Dover being admittedly a 
difficult place to enter because the currents 
might be troublesome. He did not know 
that his hon. and gallant friend was 
justified in believing that the Board of 
Admiralty attached great importance to 
the Rosyth scheme. He had said that it 
exercised a fascination over the Board of 
Admiralty. It was impossible to allude 
to private conversations one had had 

Mr. Bellairs, 
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from time to time, but he might say that 
he very much doubted whether the Board 
of Admiralty had ever seen their way 
very clearly as to the Rosyth scheme, 
The question was as to the possibility of 
building docks at Rosyth as against pro- 
viding floating docks. That question 
might have been settled by recent investi- 
gations, the results of which had _ not 
been communicated to them. It was 
possible that the foundations were better 
than at one time they were supposed to 
be. He believed indeed that it was so, 
but it was not possible in the House to 
give a solid opinion as between the Rosyth 
scheme or a dock at some other spot on 
the east coast and the extension of Chat 
ham. It was possible for them to indicate 
their views, and he thought it would be 
a mistake to continue to spend so much 
money at Portsmouth or further west 
instead of at some new establishment or 
some extension of old establishments on 
the east coast. His hon. and gallant friend 
was undoubtedly right in what he told 
the Committee as to the original ground 
for selecting Rosyth. The Cawdor Memo- 
‘andum, issued by the late Government 
before they left office, contained the 
announcement of the abandonment 
of the Rosyth policy in connection 
with dockyard extension. The Cawdor 
Memorandum stated 


* The saving here has been about £,5,000,000 
sterling.” 


By the documents named in a recent 
debate as issued on behalf of the present 
Board of Admiralty it was again 
claimed almost in the same words as 
those in the Cawdor Memorandum 
that there had been an _ enormous 
saving owing to the scrapping policy in 
regard to the number of our ships. The 
original ground given for Rosyth at the 
time of the purchase had been abandoned. 
The Party issue of the question and the 
high price at which the land was bought 
were discussed over and over again in the 
last Parliament. All those «questions 
should be put aside and they should 
consider what was best, with'the guidance 
they could obtain, for the future accom- 
modation of the fleet and especially the 
big cruisers which were to be built. 
To contemplate the docking of ships only 
at Keyham and Portsmouth seemed to 
him to be a dangerous policy, especially 
when they considered what the state of 
of the Channel would be in time of war. 





324 


’ that 
3oard 
way 
leme, 
ity of 
f pro- 
stion 
vesti- 
not 
was 
etter 
ad to 
iS SO, 
se to 
sy th 
yt on 
hat 
icate 
1 be 
nuch 
west 
1t or 
8 on 
‘jend 
told 
und 
eMmM0- 
nent 
the 
nent 
tion 
vdor 





),000 


cent 
sent 
gain 
5 ds 
dum 
10us 
y in 
The 
the 
ned. 
the 
ight 
the 
ions 
yuld 
nce 
ON 
the 
ult. 
nly 
| to 
ally 
> of 
war. 





325 Vary 


Whether the Hague Conference pro- 
hibited the use of floating mines or not, 
they certainly would be used, and, that 
being so, they must contemplate either 
the extension of Chatham or the creation 
of an establishment at a different part of 
the east coast. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) : 1 hope the Committee will allow 
me to say one word on this subject, which 
1 think is of the greatest importance in 
connection with our general naval policy. 
The right hon. Baronet rightly deprecated 
any Party recrimination on this matter, 
ind I certainly, in anything I have to 
say, will carry out in the letter and the 
spirit the advice he gave us; _ but I may 
he permitted to say in regard to one 
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| 
| 
| 


class of argument used by the hon. and | 


gallant Member for King’s Lynn that I 


think the Committee should receive it with | 


che greatest caution—caution amounting 
to suspicion, The class of argument to 
which I refer was this. He talked of 
the survey carried out and of all that 
had been done by Boards of Admiralty 
lor mary years past, and he pointed out, 
and in my opinion pointed out with 


perfect truth, that a great deal of money | 


that had been spent in the last thirty 
years—if he had liked, he might have 


said sixty years or 160 years—had been | 


money which, owing to 
levelopments of naval policy and changes 
in strategical problems, might with 
udvantage have been otherwise spent. 
That is quite true, and it will always be 
uite true, if we try, as I hope we will, 
to do our duty to the best of our 
ability and keep up the naval strategic 
position of this country at the level 
at which it ought to be kept. 
cannot expect greater wisdom or foresight 


subsequent | 


You | 


on the part of the Board of Admiralty | 


than you have from the  ablest 


managers of great business and manu- | 
facturing firms. What manufacturing firm | 
dealing with matters in which there is | 


great development and invention, great 


| 


change of markets, and great alterations | 
in the condition of markets, has not | 
| the condition in which they might antici- 


got to “scrap” much of its plant? It is 
no answer to say that if they could have 
foreseen what would take place they 
would have adopted a different policy. 
It is not the fault of this Board of 
Admiralty, or of its predecessor, or 
again of its predecessor ; it is the fault of 
poor human nature which is gifted with 


| 
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imperfect powers of foresight whether 
they are exercised on the great national 
problems of defence or on the smaller, 
but still important, questions of manu- 
facturing and commercial enterprise. 
We have to accept these facts as we find 
them. It was relatively easy to deal 
with the situation in earlier generations 
in which the development of the old 
wooden battleships and old guns was so 
slow that it really: hardly existed. I 
imagine that the change between the 
ships with which Hawke won his victory 
and Nelson won his was_ relatively 
insignificant. But we live in different 
times and different circumstances. In- 
vention is rapid ; changes in the type of 
ship and armament are speedy and are 
constantly going on; and the very fact 
that we live in these times makes it 
inevitable that we should undertake 
costly operations from which our fore- 
fathers were spared, and in regard to 
which it is impossible to say what shall 
be the ultimate course of events. It may 
be that the money we spend could be 
better spent if we had knowledge which 
we do not now possess, but which in 
ten or twelve years we shall possess. 
Therefore, I hope the Committee will try 
to consider each problem as it comes up 
on its merits, without expending useless 
regrets for mistakes which have been 
honestly made by the most competent 
people at the time, and which, I suppose, 
their equally competent successors will 
honestly make in the future. May I do 
my best to reinforce what has been said 
by the right hon. Baronet who has just 
sat down’? Owing to the great changes 
and reforms which enabled us to dispense 
with a very large number of ships, the 
difficulties of the problem have, relatively 
speaking, disappeared. It is quite true that 
in 1902 stress was chiefly laid upon the 
necessity of providing berthing accommo- 
dation at Rosyth; but it must not be 
supposed that strategy was then absent 
from the mind either of the Admiralty or 
of the Cabinet. I remember, when I was 
in a more responsible position than now, 
discussing at great length with experts 


pate the narrow seas to be in case of a 
first-class war. They urged that, owing 
to the manifold weapons of destruction 
which science has perfected, such as 
floating mines, torpedoes, torpedo 
destroyers, ete., the most powerful and 
costly of our ships might become the prey 
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in those confined waters of a cheap and 
relatively insignificant opponent; and 
they even contemplated the necessity 
of diverting the whole commercial traffic 
of this country from the Port of London 
round by the north of Scotland in the 
case of war. It would, in these circun- 
stances, be an impossible state of things 
if a ship of ours damaged in the North 
Sea, or on the east coast, had to pass 
through the Straits of Dover to Ports- 
mouth for shelter. I do not know what 
the views of the present experts are in 
regard to Sheerness and Chatham, but 
undoubtedly at the time of which I speak 
the experts were of opinion that Rosyth 
would be far easier and safer of approach 
for a wounded vessel than was Sheerness, 
where there are difficulties in connection 
with the character of the tides and the 
channel. If the Admiralty and the ex- 
perts have changed their views about 
Rosyth, it is not for me to comment upon 
their action. But I should like to know 
what they have substituted for Rosyth. 
If the trifling sum of £10,000 for Rosyth 
which appears on the Estimates is to be 
taken as evidence that the Govern- 
ment have departed from the policy 


Rosyth, I hope there will be forth- 
coming a satisfactory assurance that 
the Admiralty have found another place 
on the East coast where our great ships 
can be docked in case of war. In these 
circumstances I hope we may receive 
some assurance from the hon. Gentleman 
that this trifling and inconsiderable sum 
of £10,000 on the Estimates this year for 
Rosyth does not indicate that the 
Government have abandoned the policy 
of their predecessors in regard to Rosyth, 
and that if they have abandoned Rosyth 
they have found a substitute for it. I 
hope—and this is the only touch of Party 
criticism that anyone can find in my re- 
marks—that the postponement in pro- 
viding the new naval base at Rosyth is 
not due to the difficulty of finding each 
year the money that is required. The 
greatest evil that can occur is that, 
because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said at a given time he could not find the 
money, a work needed in the interest of 
the country must be postponed; and I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give us some assurances in regard 
to that great national interest. 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that he was not there to say that 
Rosyth had been abandoned. The 
position which the Admiralty took up 
last year with regard to Rosyth was 
substantially the position of the Leader 


of the Opposition himself. They 
recognised that a naval station, of 


a somewhat more moderate kind than 
was at first proposed, was needed on the 
East coast. That was the main thing. 
In his opinion, all the indications stil! 
pointed to Rosyth as being the best place 
for that station. The exact position of 
the Admiralty in regard to Rosyth might 
he described in a very few words. They 
had put down £10,000 practically for plans 
as well as to enable the House to discuss 
the question. A sketch plan based on the 
scheme of the late Government had been 
drawn out, and was now ir, circulation 
among the members of the Board. When 
the final detailed plans were approved by 
the Government, and the cost ascertained, 
they would proceed in the ordinary way. 


| It would be a long job, for, according to 


| the best naval experts, it was a work that 


| 


_abandonment of Rosyth. 


must be carried out with a good deal of 


| caution. 
of their predecessors and have abandoned | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER. (Croydon) 
said that last year a similar statement 
was made by the right hon. Gentleman. 
Twelve months had passed, and absolutely 
nothing was added either to the declara- 
tion or to the actual operations at Rosyth 
Plans of an exhaustive character were 
drawn up three yearsago. The right hon. 
Member might fairly say that those plans 
were not the plans that were going to he 
adopted, but that that did not involve the 
The informa- 


_ tion in regard to the rock at the entrance 


to that dock, and as to buildings for 


_establishment and for the workmen, had 


all been collected long ago. 


As the 


_ Leader of the Opposition had said, it was 
of enormous importance to secure some 


base on the East coast on which we could 
fall back in the event of the Channel 


being closed. In these circumstances 
the statement of the right hon. 


Gentleman was not very satisfactory. 
That, after all, was what some of them 
had ventured to prophecy would happen. 
If the Government were frightened to 
put on the annual Vote what was neces- 


'sary for these great works they gained 
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of economy. The work was estimated 
to cost £3,000,000, including all the docks 
and the dredging ; but whatever the cost 
might be, they wou'd not save any money 
at all by carrying on the work over : 
series of years. Any business man would 
agree that economy would not result from 
carrying on work with a short purse, and 
he earnestly hoped that the temptation 
to make small Estimates would not be 
allowed to prevent this work from being 
carried on on what they knew were the 
only economical terms possible. These 
Estimates came up year after year, and 
everyone who had seen the efforts made 
hy other Powers and knew the foresight 
they had displayed to provide this accom- 
modation for themselves, must feel that 
we were taking a tremendous risk in 


allowing the matter to hang on year after | 


vear, not because there was the slightest 
doubt about the naval need—as thejright 
hon. Gentleman had told the Committee 
the advisers of the Admiralty were clear 
ahout that three or four years ago—but 
because of the fear of extending the 
stimates. He hoped that what they 
had seen this vear might be replaced 
next year by some more active policy. 


Str GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said they must all be obliged to the 
Secretary to the Admiralty for his state- 
ment as far as it went, but he thought 
that if the statement of the Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty had been more clear 
and comprehensive the debate would not 
have been so prolonged. The Civil 
Lord had informed the Committee that 
they were unable to proceed with the 
construction of the new docks at Ports- 
mouth because they had not yet decided 
upon the design. Lord Tweedmouth, 
however, speaking in another place upon 
the policy of the Government said they 
had decided on the work which was to be 
done at Portsmouth. The noble Lord 
went on to state that the scheme was 
heing considered and the work would 
probably be commenced during the 
present year. That statement did not 
agree with the statement made by the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty. He would 
like the Civil Lord to explain, also, why it 
was, if they had not decided upon the 
design of the dockyard, that they were 
able to place upon the Estimates the exact 
sium to be spent upon it, viz., £940,000 4 
It seemed to him that the Government 
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nothing whatever from the point of view 
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were simply postponing proceedings in 
order to meet the demand for economy 
which had been made from certain 
quarters of the House. They knew 
perfectly well how much had been said 
by hon. Members opposite about the 
extravagance of the previous (Govern- 
ment in matters of construction. Almost 
every Government was fearful of the 
charge of extravagance being levelled 
against them, and the strict revision of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer every 
year had a tendency to check extrava- 
gance in any single Department. It 
was, however, a very easy thing for a 
Government which had decided on a 
policy of cutting down all round to say 
to its Departments— 

“What we want this year, next year, and 

the year after, is that you spend less on your 
Department.” 
In conclusion he again pressed for a 
clearer statement from the Civil Lord. 
The works at Portsmouth had been 
taken in hand because they were placed 
on the Estimates, but it was singular 
that there was no increase in the cost of 
maintenance. It showed, of course, a 
policy of economy, but it also showed 
that the Government were letting their 
estate run down, 


Mr. E. H. LAMB (Rochester) said he 
had listened with intense disappointment 
to the statement which had been made on 
behalf of the Admiralty, and he was only 
sorry he was prevented by the action of 
a previous speaker from moving the re- 
duction of the Vote by £10, 000. That 
sum was to be used for the preparation 
of plans in regard to Rosyth, and in this 
way the House was being quietly com- 
mitted to a scheme which involved an 


| expenditure of from three to five millions. 


' $a, 


As a Party committed to a policy of 
economy, he thought they ought to con- 
sider for a long time before they voted 
this £10,000 for plans for a new naval 
base. He also urged that Chatham Dock- 
yard, upon which so much money had 
been spent, should be improved, as well 
as the Medway dredged, instead of the 
House being committed to the large 
scheme at Rosyth launched by the late 
(sovernment. Inthe case of Rosyth they 
knew perfectly well that an enemy could 
destroy it in a few hours ; whereas, in the 
case of Chatham, as was well known, it 
was immune from attacks from the open 
Surely if the Medway was efficiently 
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dredged, we could, with very little 
expenditure, turn that into one of the 
best naval bases in the world, instead of 
committing the country to a vast ex- 
penditure at Rosyth when it was 
generally admitted that so long as we 
had a safe naval base on the East Coast 
that was as much as the Admiralty 
would ask for. He submitted that a 
case had been made out for Chatham. 
If the right hon. Gentleman representing 
the Board of Admiralty had stated that it 
was intended to commit the country to this 
great scheme at Rosyth the debate that 
afternoon would have been of a very 
different character ; but instead of that 
the matter had been introduced in an 
insidious way which, unless it were 
watched, committed the country to a 
vast expenditure before they well knew 
what they were doing. He much 
regretted that by the action of his hon. 
friend the Member for Chatham he was 
prevented from moving to reduce the 
Vote by the total amount, because he felt 
that a strong protest should be made 
against this vast expenditure at Rosyth 
when a perfect naval base could be 
provided at Chatham at a much smaller 
expenditure. 


*Masjor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) said he disagreed 
with every word the hon. Member 
had uttered so far as Rosyth was 
concerned. The hon. Member had pointed 
out that Chatham was near London; that 
was true, but it must also be remembered 
that Rosyth was not very far from 
Edinburgh, and if Scotland was to lose 
her cavalry the least the Government 
could do was to build her a dockyard. 
The hon. Member for Rochester appeared 
to think that Chatham was invulnerable, 
but he- reminded the Committee that in 
the reign of Charles II. the Dutch took 
Chatham and burnt it. They had not yet 
got to Edinburgh. The truth was that 
in these piping times of peace we were 
rather apt to go to sleep. The 
argument that we should only have 
one fleet against us at any time 
was futile because there was no \reason 
why there should not be a coalition 
and two or three fleets brought against 
us. We had to accept the possibility of 
disaster in this matter, to look at things 
at their worst, and believe that the worst 


might happen, and then and only then | 
the difficulties, | 


shouid we overcome 


Mr. E. H. Lamb. 
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He did not believe that in the whole of 
Scotland a better place could have been 
found for a dock than Rosyth, where at 
the present time he believed there were 
nine men at work. He did not know 
how many hundreds of years it would 
take those men to complete it, but he 
hoped the Government would provide 
them with old age pensions at the finish. 
He thought it would be a world of pities 
if the Government, having abandoned 
Trincomali, Halifax, Jamaica, Esquimau!t 
and other places, were also to abandon 
Rosyth. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
desired to raise the question of the 


granite used in the dockyards, Some 
three or four vears ago the House 


of Commons passed the Fair Wages 
Resolution, and last year he pat 
some Questions to the Government 
as to the granite used in the building of 
docks and harbours, and it was not 
then denied that the Government con 
tractor for the Navy obtained a consider- 
able amount of granite for use at Keyham 
Harbour from Norway. The Government 
contractor said he got his granite from 
Norway because it was much cheaper, 
owing to the Norwegian working for half 
the wages laid down-by the British trade 
union. It was only a very short time 
ago that the district of Penrhyn, Cornwall, 
petitioned the Government to emplov 
only British stone for the erection of 
British harbours, because 75 per cent. 
of the population there were out of work 
owing to foreign competition. He desired 
to know whether the Government in- 
tended to continue obtaining granite 
from abroad, or whether they would in 
future obtain it from this country. It 
was a question that closely affected his 
constituency, and he would very much 
like to know what was to be the future 
policy of the Admiralty with regard to 
It. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said there were 
two questions upon which information 
was required. With regard to Ports- 
mouth they had succeeded in obtaining 
a dock sufficiently commodious to take 
in the “Dreadnought” or the “ In- 
vineible.” That dock had two entrances, 


_one of which was too narrow for the 


other too 
therefore, 


“Dreadnought” and the 
short. It was obvious, 
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that something must be done to en- | 
large those entrances, and the soone 

it was done the better. He noticed from 

the statement of the First Lord of the 

Admiralty that plans had been secured, 

and that work was to be proceeded with 

this year, but the Civil Lord in his speech 

that afternoon had stated that two sets of 

plans were before the Admiralty, and 

that there was considerable difference of 
opinion as to which should be adopted, 

with a consequence that the work was 

being postponed. From the east coast 

there was no dock capable of taking the 
“ Dreadnought” nearer than Devonport, 

save the dock at Portsmouth, and 
the neglect to enlarge those entrances 
in order to make the dock available for 
that class of ship was a matter which 
called for very serious comment. The 
Committee were entitled to urge the 
Admiralty to make that dock available at 
the earliest possible moment. The other 
point requiring attention related to 
tosyth, and he did not think the Govern- 
ment could blame the Committee for the 
difficulty they found in understanding the 
Government plans. They found in the 
Estimates that £1(€,000 was the amount to 
be devoted in the current year to this pur- 
pose, but there were no details as to how 
that money was to be expended. They 
were grateful to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dundee, who, in reply to 
the Leader of the Opposition, informed the 
Committee that the Government were 
alive to the fact that it was necessary to 
have an important establishment on the 
East Coast, because, as he pointed out, 
the Narrow Seas might be rendered 
impassable in times of war by mines or 
other means, and in order that the fleet 
might be available it might have to sail 
right round the North of Scotland. 
Referring to page 139 on the same 
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Tuk CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the reduction was on item B, and item A 
could not be referred to. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
he was simply endeavouring to show the 
nature of the work that was being done 
at Rosyth by referring to the people who 
were being employed there. There was 
nothing definite as to what was being 
done there, and he found from the official 
memorandum of the progress of the work 
that £200,000 had already been voted 
and had been reduced to £165,000. 
That £165,000 had been laid out on land, 
ete. Arrangements had been made 
with county councils, at an expense of 
£10,000, to supply Rosyth with water. 
Then arrangements had been made 
with the North British Railway Com- 
pany to supply railway aceommoda- 
tion. Therefore it was neither upon 
land nor upon railways that this 
money was to be spent. Again, £10,000: 
was to be spent upon borings and putting 
down a cylinder to find out the nature ot 
the foundations, and it was for that 
purpose that this army of skilled gen- 
tlemen on extra pay were being kept. 
Then they were told in the official 
paper that the work was complete ; but if, 
as they were told, the work was in 
progress, it could not be complete. 
What he submitted was that a little: 
reasonable information as to the money 
they were going to spend and the pur- 
poses on which they were going to spend 
it would have saved a large amount 
of the debate. He hoped that the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty would deal with 
the application of the £10,000 and also 
let them know what was going to be 
/done with regard to the lock at Ports- 
mouth, so that they might have some 
assurance as to when the work would be 
, begun. 


Vote, he found that £1,892 was 
being spent in paying the salaries | 
of one superintendent, one super- 


interdent engineer, one assistant sur- 
veyor, one assistant civil engineer, two 
draftsmen, one accountant and one fore- 
man. An hon. Member had said that he 
believed eight or nine men were working 
at Rosyth. If that were so they had 
these eight eminent gentleman to super- 
intend nine men who were carrying on 
the work. He found from the footnote 
on page 139 that the leader of these men 
was to receive extra pay. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) asked,. 
‘in regard to the works at Portsmouth, 
whether the fair-wage clause was to be 
inserted in the contract, or whether it 
would be clearly indicated to the con- 


‘tractors that they would be expected to 


| pay a similar wage to that which was 
| received by workmen in the locality. 
— the last new dock was made at 
| Portsmouth the men were paid 1}d. per 
hour less than the local rates, in spite of 
i the fact that the contractor had signed. 











‘the fair-wage clause. Digging a dock 
was entirely different from digging a 
place for a gasometer or anything of that 
description. Dock making was not a 
common thing, and therefore he hoped 
that the contractors would not be allowed 
to be under any mistake when they were 
tendering with regard to the fair-wage 
clause. With regard to Rosyth, he would 
like to know whether the Admiralty had 
any idea at the time the Estimates were 
made that it would be necessary to sink 
about 200 feet in order to find firm 
foundations, and what was now their 
opinion, in view of the tests and examina- 
tion made by experts, of tke site. Were 
the Estimates made on the part of the 
Admiralty the same now as they were 
prior to the soundings and the examina- 
tion of the site which had taken place. 


Mr. LEA (St. Paneras, E.) asked 
what was going to be done with 
regard to the entrance to Portsmouth 
Harbour. He had been down there 
oace or twice, and he had seen a dredger 
at work in Haslar Creek. Was that 
work being done to widen the entrance 
to Portsmouth Harbour so as to avoid the 
danger which existed at the present time 
in certain states of the wind ? 


Sin F, BANBURY asked for some 
-explanation of the item in regard to the 
factory at Portsmouth, the total estimate 
for which was £120,000. On looking 
at the Estimate he found that the cost 
was reduced from £188,000 to £125,000, 
increased to £127,000, and was now 
reduced to £120,000. It seemed a 
curious way of arriving at an estimate, 
and it would be more satisfactory if 
the Civil Lord gave some explanation. 


Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) said 
the plans for Rosyth were prepared under 
the previous Government, and they were 
of an elaborate character involving a 
large expenditure. Were those plans 
to be entirely abandoned, and did 
the present Admiralty treat the subject 
from an entirely different point of view ? 
Was it not a fact that they had come 
under some grave ebligations to the 
county councils with regard to water 
schemes? Generally speaking, people 
wo had incurred expense in connection 
with these works would like to know 


‘how far what was originally intended was . 


Mir. J. Ward. 
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to be carried out, or what plans were to 
he adopted. 


*Mr. LAMBERT said that the total 
estimate for the steam factory at Ports- 
mouth was £120,000. The sum of 
£116,700 had been expended, and this 
year another £3,300 was being provided, 
and that brought the amount up to 
£120,000. In all engineering works it 
was quite impossible to know two or 
three years before the works were com- 
menced exactly what they were going to 
cost. In reply to the hon. Member for 
Stoke he might say that the fair wages 
clause would be inserted in all contracts. 


Mr. J. WARD asked whether “ fair 
wages” meant the rate of wages paid 
in the district for a similar class of 
work. 


*Mr. LAMBERT said jfair wages 
meant the wages current in the district. 
If whilst the work was proceeding, the 
hon. Member would bring to his atten- 
tion any attempted evasion of the fair 
wages clause, the Admiralty would at 
once remedy it. His right hon. friend 
had already dealt with the question of 
Rosyth, and he did not propose to say 
another word about that. As to Ports- 
mouth lock, the late Civil Lord had 
taunted the Government with being 
responsible for great delay. The word 
used by the hon. Member was 
“scandalous.” He did not complain 
of his epithets. In these matters he 
wished to impress upon the Committee the 
absolute necessity of circumspection and 
ample consideration. They were going 
tospenda large sumof money. The hon. 
Member for Gravesend had asked why 
they had put in the total estimate. They 
had put in the same total of £940,000 as 
was in the Vote last year. In reality, he 
did not think that was a very business- 
like proceeding, but they were forced to 
put in the total estimate because if they did 
not they could not accept acontract. Now 
they could let a contract up to £940,000, 
but unless they put in the total it 
could not be done. He agreed that was 
not business-like, because it showed the 
contractor what their estimate for the 
work was, but those were the rules 
of the House of Commons. The Gov- 
ernment had called in an_ outside 
firm of engineers. He did not suppose 
there was any person in the House 
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who had to spend upwards of a million 
of money, but would give to the 
subject the utmost consideration and 
obtain the best possible advice. If 
illustrations of the importance of cireum- 
spection were needed, they were to be 
seen in what had happened during the 
last ten years under the Loan Act. At 
(tibraltar, for instance, two docks had 
heen built under loans which would not 
he paid off for thirty years, and one of them 
would not dock the “Invincible”; and 
at Malta two docks had been built under 
similar loans with the same result. The 
Bermuda dock would not take the 
“Tnvineible,” and the same remark 
applied to the permanent dock at Hong 
Then there was the case of the 


song. 
That dock was built 


dock at Chatham. 


at a cost of £450,000, and it actually | 
| a protest against the 


would not take the “ Dreadnought.” 


Mr. JENKINS: There 


heen a blunder somewhere. 


{25 Aprit 1907} 
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a long time ago, and it was not always 
possible to foresee exactly what the 
expenditure would be. Thé Govern- 
ment hoped to reduce somewhat the 
expenditure at Simon’s Bay as_ the 
result of the redistribution of the Fleet. 
The new scheme concentrated the vast 
preponderance of our naval strength 
around our own shores, and the South 
African Squadron had _ been largely 
reduced. It was also hoped to reduce 
the scale of equipment contemplated for 
the dock, though the basin itself would 
remain unaltered. He appealed to the 
Committee to allow the Vote to pass in 
order that they might get on with those 
works. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said the Opposi- 
tion would support the Amendment as 
delay of the 


| Government in proceeding with Rosyth. 


must have | 


*Mr. LAMBERT said they could not | 


be blamed for that. They were ex- 


pecting a report from an eminent firm | 
of engineers expressing their opinion | 


upon Portsmouth dock. The hon. 
Member for Blackpool had asked some 
questions about the accident to the 
“ Duke of Edinburgh.” That vessel came 
into Dover harbour perfectly right, but 
unfortunately her anchors did not hold, 
and there was accordingly a slight mishap. 
The accident had nothing to do with the 
entrance tothe harbour. The Admiralty 
had gone very carefully into the question 
of width. It has been decided to make 
the western entrance 740 feet wide, 
which it was hoped would be sutftieient 
for any battleship. The hon. Member 
for Chatham had asked a Question 
about the £3,000 for a dry dock at 
Chatham. 


Mr. JENKINS: Would that be able 
to take the “ Dreadnought ?” 


*Mr. LAMBERT said it would not. 
The estimated expenditure at Simon's 
Bay had been reduced from £3,500,000 
to £3,100,000. The estimate was made 





The reduction of the hon. Member for 
Chatham was moved for the whole of the 
new works, but it might be supported 
from different motives. The motive 
which would animate him, and he hoped 
his friends, would be in regard to Rosyth. 
When this Amendment was out of the 
way he hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
be in a position to answer a number of 
Questions with regard to other items on 
the Vote. 


Mr. JENKINS asked the hon. Gentle- 
man to state the policy of the Admiralty 
with regard to the provision of dry dock 
accommodation. He had moved his 
Amendment solely on the ground that in 
his opinion there should be dry dock 
accommodation sufficiently large at every 
base throughout the country. 


*Mr. BELLAIRS said it would be 
most unfortunate if, as the result of the 
criticisms repeatedly made, the impression 
should go forth that there was no dock 
accommodation on the east coast for such 
vessels as the *‘ Dreadnought.” That was 
not correct. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 66; 
Noes, 271. (Division List No. 143), 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F. | Balearres, Lord 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 


| Balfour, RtHn. A.J. (City Lond) 
| Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


| Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hick; 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 





Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. | Barrie, H. T.(Londonderry, N.) | Bowles, G. Stewart 
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Boyle, Sir Edward 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher. Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craik. Sir Henry 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Forster, Henry William 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent. Ashford 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 

Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 

Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonp’rt 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett, E. N. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’rd 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 

Billson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 


Brunner, Rt HnSirJ.T.(Cheshire 


Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing. Sir Francis Allston 
Clark, George Smith(Belfast,N. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 
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Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lee. ArthurH (Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood.Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Magnus, Sir Philip 
Meysey-Thompson, E. ( 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Randles, Sir John Seurrah 


NOES. 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Crossley, William J. 
Dalmeny, Lord 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras, N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Essex, R. W. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 
Findlay, Alexander 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gilhooly, James 
Gill, A. H. 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glendinning, R. G 
Glover, Thomas 
ss G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 


Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


| Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E. 


Harwood, George 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) | 
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Rawlinson, John FrederickPee] 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Ruthertord, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walker,Col. W.H. (Lancashire) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


AYEs—Mr 
Thorne. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Jenkins and Mr. 


Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson,,J.M. (Aberdeen, W. ) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jac kson, R. S. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kelley, George D. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Faneres, E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. ‘David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes .. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 4 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. # 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down. S. 
MacVeigh,Charles,( Donegal, E. ) 
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M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Murnaghan, George 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.( Doncast’r 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connon, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, RobertJohn (Norfolk, E.) 


Original question again proposed. 
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Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
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Wood, T. M*Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


for the repair of ordinary engines was 





*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said he 
wished to ask his hon. friend a Question 


in regard to the Item O, regarding the 


sale of stores and land in connection with 
the abolition of submarine mining. It 
was difficult to see why the Admiralty 
should abolish submarine mining in com- 
mercial ports. He understood that the 
submarine mining plant had been sold 
and the proceeds had been credited to the 
Naval Estimates ; and it was rumoured 
that the Admiralty had attempted to sell 
the land on which the Brennan torpedo 
installations stood. He asked whether 
the Appropriations-in-Aid of the present 
year contained the price of any land sold 
which was connected with torpedo work ? 


Mr. ASHLEY asked if any provision 
had been made at foreign Naval stations 
for the repairs of turbine machinery, with 
which, he understood, all the new war- 
ships were being fitted. The machinery 


absolutely useless for the repair of turbine 
engines. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that the Vote 
for the new steam factory at Portsmouth 
had been reduced from £188,000 to 
£120,000 and it was explained that that 
was on account of engineering difficulties. 
But that was a very unsatisfactory 
reply. They all knew perfectly well that 
there was no branch of work which 
was more difficult to est:mate than 
engineering work. This, however, was 
not an engineering work, but a steam 
factory. How could the hon. Gentleman 
say that the building of a steam factory 
was an engineering work ? The only con- 
clusion that he could arrive at was that 
the hon. Gentleman gave the first answer 
that came into his head. Then there was 
the question of the expenditure of £20,000 
on a new lock at Portsmouth. The 
hon. Gentleman had said that they must 
proceed cautiously because it would take 
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thirty years from now before the cost of 
the works could be covered. But it was 
no answer to the criticisms which had 
been offered to say that the people who 
were responsible for the original esti- 
mates were wrong ; that they were badly 
prepared; and that they would not 
achieve what was desired. The hon. 
Gentleman ought to be in a position to say 
that he would look into the matter and see 
that the original policy was carried out. 
They were not now discussing as to how 
the money was to be obtained for these 
new works ; but whether it was necessary 
to have proper docks in different parts 
of the world able to take the 
largest vessels in the Navy. The 
science of shipbuilding was progress- 
ing rapidly, and there must be a wastage 
of capital in regard to dock-building, but 
that would have to be faced. The docks 
already built were not sufticiently large 
to admit the newest ships. As to the 
question of loans, why should this 
generation bear all the burdens of pos- 
terity } What they were doing now was 
for the good of posterity and posterity 
should bear some part of the burden. 
Then there was a large decrease for the 


works at Simon’s Bay, which also 
the hon. Gentleman attributed to 
the difficulty of making proper 


engineering estimates. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that there was a reduction of 
facilities. His contention was that there 
should not be a reduction of facilities and 
that the preparation of stations for the 
Navy was the most vital of all questions. 
He trusted the hon. Gentleman would be 
guided solely by the necessity of pro- 
viding proper and efficient naval bases in 
all parts of the world. Without that, 
all the money spent on the Navy 
was wasted. It was absolutely essential 
that we should have proper bases at 
at home and abroad. As he understood 
the contention of the hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway, it was that they 
could not get ships of the class of the 
* Dreadnought” into Chatham dockyard 
in consequence of the condition of the 
River Medway, and one of the great 
items of expenditure in regard to docks 
of that class was dredging, not because of 
the actual cost of the operation but 
because the river was constantly silting 
up and the work had to be done 
over and over again. Therefore he 
thought that the dredging of a river was 
not asatisfactory solution, because it was 


Sir F. Banbury. 


{COMMONS} 


| not a permanent one. The arguments ad- 
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vanced against the desire of the Opposition 
to see proper accommodation provided 
were most unsatisfactory, and disclosed 
no reason whatever for the policy of the 
Government. He hoped that before the 
Report stage the right hon. Gentlemen 
would reconsider his policy, and would 
assure the House that he really was 
anxious to provide proper facilities for 
the repair of these vessels, and that he 
would do so irrespective ot any errors 
that might have been made in the past 
and of the amount of money it might cost. 
In saying that he hoped he would not be 
misunderstood. An hon. Member had said 
it would be very easy to wander over the 
tace of the globe and place a station here 
and a station there. That was not what 
he advocated. All he wanted was that 
the plans in regard to stations already 
adopted should be completed in the best 
possible manner and as soon as possible. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
could assure hon. Members that all proper 
facilities would be given for furcher dis- 
cussion and appealed to the Committee to 
allow the Government now to obtain this 
Vote. The hon. Gentleman opposite knew 
perfectly well that there were special 
reasons why Vote 10 should be taken 
early. If they obtained that Vote others 
to which exception might be taken could 
he postponed. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE agreed that Vote 
10 must be got through early, although 
there were some very important ques- 
tions which he was anxious to raise upon it, 
and he would not get another opportunity 
of doing so this session. The right hon. 
Gentleman was anxious to get the Vote 
before a quarter past eight, and he did 
not want to prevent that by any undue 
discussion. He would like to know, how- 
ever, why an item of £10,000 for a groyne 


at Hooness, near Chatham, had been 
struck out of the Vote this year. 
He considered that that work was 


absolutely essential to prevent the lock 
entrances to Chatham dockyard from 
being silted up, which would prevent 
any vessel entering except one drawing a 
very moderate amount of water. He 
noticed also that the sum for repairs an 
maintenance had not been increased, 
although a large amount of extra new 
works had been lately handed over to 
the naval authorities. He would have 
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thought that that being the case 
the amount for repairs and mainten- 
ance would have been proportionately 
increased. It had been the custom, more- 
over, to place at the disposal of Admirals 
and Admiral Superintendents at the ports 
a sum of money to enable them to carry 
out small works without special Parlia- 
mentary sanction. It had been always 
found that that was a most economical 
method, and that the Admirals had put 
the money to the best use. He hoped 
that the reduction in the Vote, under 
that head, did not mean that the fund 
which was handed to the Admirals was 
to be in any way reduced. 


*¥Mr. LAMBERT said that their 
advisors had asked for the amounts which 
were now being voted. Next vear there 
would have to be an increase of the Vote 
for maintenance. There was no intention 
of departing from the system of allow- 
ances to Admirals, 


*Mr, ARTHUR LEE: There is a large 
reduction in the sub-head of the Vote. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £837,900, Half-pay, Reserved, and 
Retired Pay. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,502,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the expenses of Naval and 
Marine Pensions, Gratuities, and Com- 
passionate Allowances, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


3. £370,900, Civil 
Gratuities. 


Pensions and 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 

LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY = (SUPERANNUATION 
FUND) BILL (By ORDER). 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


CHANNEL TUNNEL RAILWAY BILL. 
(BY ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 
*Str WILLIAM HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Rotherham) said on behalf of the | 
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promoters that the prospects of the 
measure were so seriously impaired 
by the hostile attitude of the Govern- 
ment that under the circumstances 
the conclusion they had come to was 
that it was better not to proceed further 
at present. He was, however, authorised 
to say that the promoters regretted they 
had been denied the opportunity of 
laying their case fully befcre a competent 
Parliamentary Committee in order to 
demonstrate the enormous advantage 
that would accrue from their proposal, and 
also its absolute freedom from risk. The 
promoters were convinced that if this 
measure had been sent to a Committee 
they would have been able to show the 
most sceptical that substantial trede 
advantages would have inevitably ensued 
from the more rapid transit of goods and 
the diminished amount cf handling 
required. It was very long since that 
important question had been gone into. 
Much had transpired in the interval, and 
in the opinion cf the promoters the time 
was ripe for further censideration of the 
subject. A quarter of a century had 
lapsed since it cam? up before a Parlia- 
mentary Committee, when it was rejected 
by a majority of one. But the world 
had moved on since then. Engineering 
science had made great strides. The 
requirements of a growing population 
had increased. And happily the walls 
of jealousy between the two nations had 
been lowered. But they had to deal 
with facts as they found them. And he, 
for one, must admit that he hardly 
remembered a Bill which had aroused 
such keen susceptibilities as this. Feelings 
of that kind, however, when honestly 
entertained, were entitled to careful and 
respectful consideration. Under the cir- 
cumstances it would have been folly for 
the promoters to have attempted to force 
the Bill through the House at the present 
time. They must wait until the public 
mind was less sensitive on the subject. 
They quite recognised that there was a 
large body of opinion which was jealous 
lest a finger should be lifted to weaken the 
defences of this country, and with that 
body of opinion he himself was in the 
most hearty agreement and sympathy. 
There was absolutely no difference of 
opinion whatever between the  pro- 
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moters of the Bill and its opponents 
as to the question of national safety. 
That was a question of paramount im- 
portance. The promoters firmly believed 
that if the Bill had been sent to a Com- 
mittee upstairs the national safety would 
have been proved to be absolutely safe- 
guarded down to the minutest details. 
What the promoters wanted was that 
the question should have been calmly 
and dispassionately considered, on its 
merits—neither rushing it through 
hurriedly on the one hand, nor rejecting 
it unceremoniously on the other— 
and if it was found that the good out- 
weighed the evil the Bill should be 
allowed to pass. If, on the other hand, 
it was found that the evil outweighed 
the good then its promoters would have 
joined hands with the opponents of the 
measure and refused io go forward 
another step. He begged to move that 
the order be discharged and the Bill 
withdrawn. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘*That the Order be discharged and the 
Bill withdrawn.” 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) said 
he thought no other course was open to 
the promoters. Many years ago it was 
his fortune to be closely associated with 
this very important international pro- 
ject. More than thirty vears ago he was 
engaged by the Channel Tunnel Com- 
pany of those days to endeavour to help 
to pass the Bill through Parliament, 
and it was then only rejected by a 
majority of five to four in the Select 
Committee of the House. He would 
remind the promoters of the Bill that 
the necessity for this great work was 
not so great to-day as it was thirty years 
ago. One reason was that there had 
been an enormous growth in the cross- 
Channel traffic, owing to the large size 
of the steamers and the more rapid 


handling of passengers. He thought | 
5 5 5 
the Government had been very well 


advised in indicating at a very early 
stage their views on the project. It 


was a remarkable thing that the cost. 


of the project to-day was estimated to 

be just twice as much as it was twenty- 

fivepyears ago. It was now £16,000,(00 

as against £8,000,000 at that time. The 

project was certainly of a prodigious 
Sir William Holiand. 
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nature, and he very greatly doubted 
whether the cross-Channel traffic justi- 
fied it. When the Bill was before the 
House previously it was thrown out for 
precisely the same reasons as_ those ad- 
vanced at present. It had been said 
that the construction of tunnel 
would promote still more friendly re- 
lations between the French and _ our- 
selves, but it did not always follow 
that the friendship of people or of nations 
was always promoted by too close con- 
tact. He had been a shareholder in the 
company for twenty-five but 
since the country was strongly against 
the enterprise, and since it would have 
the effect of involving us in possibly vast 
military expenditure, he did not think 
the commercial advantages it would 
afford would justify it. fe therefore 
thought the promoters had been well 
advised in withdrawing the Bill. 
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the 


years, 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said he was in favour of the tunnel, which 
would have promoted the trade of this 
country, and afforded an easy means of 
getting into the delightful country of 
France. He could not but remember 
the words of John Bright, that this 
country undertook to rule half the world, 
to dominate in the east and in the west, 
and vet it could not defend a rat-hole in 
its own territory. For his part he paid 
not the slightest attention to the alarmist 
Jingoes, who would spend all the money 
they could get, tunnel or no tunnel. 
When this Bill was brought forward 
nearly thirtv vears ago it was very nearly 
carried. We had increased since ther, 
and had become immensely more power- 
ful in every respect, vet the Bill did not 
get a lookin. Judging by that experience, 
thirty years hence, when no doubt we 
should be still more powerful, nobody 
would ever dare to promote a Bill, because 
presumably we should be more nervous 
than we were now. ‘That was inter- 
national cowardice. Why should they 
give way to the Jingoes ? Did they think 
that the Germans were going to smash our 
Fleet, and that the French were going to 
rush through the tunnel / Why, if the 
Germans smashed our Fleet the French 
would come to our aid through the tunnel. 
Opponents of the Bill would prevent that 
being done by hindering the construction 
of the tunnel. It was matter of great 





348 


ted 
sti- 
the 
for 
ad- 
aid 
nel 
re- 
ur- 
ow 
ms 
on- 
the 
yut 
ist 
ive 
ast 
ink 
ald 
ore 


ell 





349 London and North- 


regret that His Majesty’s Government, 
whom he entirely respected in every way, 
hadinot been a little courageous and 
assisted the Bill. It would have been a 
great honour and credit to them if they 
had helped this country to shake hands 
with France. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Bill withdrawn. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. (By Orper.) 
Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [19th 
March], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


* To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the 
end of the (Juestion, and add the words ‘ no 
Bill can be satisfactory to this House which 
confers increased powers on a railway company 
created by Act of Parliament which has sub- 
scribed out of its corporate funds to a Party 
organisation.’”—(Wr. Trevelyan.) 

Question again proposed, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Luoyp-Georae, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he desired to say one 
word on this question, though he could 
speak only by leave of the House. On 
the last occasion when the matter was 
discussed, the debate was adjourned 
rather in order to afford an opportunity 
for the representatives of the railway 
companies to make some statement 
which would reassure the House as to 
the futureJpolicy of these great statu- 
tory corporations. He was sorry to 
say that no assurance of that kind had 
heen forthcoming. He was afraid that 
there was not sufficient unity amongst 
them with regard to the course which they 
proposed to follow. Hevery much regretted 
that the clear and emphatic statements 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Epping Division and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Dublin had not been adopted by 
other railway directors ; but unfortunately 
they had not been able to agree, and there 
was now no satisfactory declaration on 
behalf of the railway companies. The 
only information they had when they 
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debated the matter on the previous 
occasion was that one railway company 
—namely, the London and North-Wes- 
tern Company—had subscribed to the 
funds of a political organisation. Since 
then three or four other companies had 
owned up; and there was good reason to 
believe that they were only samples 
out of many. In fact, from information 
received, he was justified in believing 
that it had been almost a general prac- 
tice. That made it really very serious, 
and the Government had come to the 
conclusion that they must deal with 
the matter as a whole. It was perfectly 
clear that they could not discuss ques- 
tions of this kind on the merits of each 
individual private Bill, because that 
was unfair not merely to the Bill, but 
to the railway companies and to the 
general public, as most of the Bills 
were for the purpose of increasing 
the travelling facilities of the public. 
In regard to this particular Bill it was in 
part promoted, as the result of pressure 
brought by the Board of Trade, to 
increase the facilities for workmen to 
travel at cheap rates. It seemed hard 
that because the company had done 
something which, in the judgment of 
hon. Members, corporations with statu- 
tory powers ought not to do, therefore 
these workmen should be punished by 
the curtailing of their facilities for 
travelling. He had, therefore, found it 
necessary, in order really to help railway 
companies to get good Bills through the 
House, to face the general question. He 
proposed, on behalf of the Government, 
in so far as they had powers—and they 
had very considerable powers in the 
Board of Trade in this respect—so to 
alter the schedules of the accounts fur- 
nished by railway and statutory com- 
panies to the Board of Trade as to force 
them to disclose, at any rate, subscrip- 
tions of this kind. He did not suppose 
the railway companies would object to 
that. It was fair that the shareholders 
should know, because they were not all 
of one mind. He did not think they 
were all Moderates. No doubt there 
were some who held fair and intelligent 
views. He had no doubt that a very 
fair proportion of the shareholders would 
object to such contributions ; at any rate 
they ought to be given an opportunity of 
objecting. Such subscriptions ought not 


Western Railway Bill. 
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to be included in 


“ce 


** miscellaneous services;”’ the share- 
holders ought to know of them. That 


was as far as they could go with their | 


present powers. But it would be open to 
the railway companies to say, “ Yes, we 
have subscribed to these associations, 
but we stand by those subscriptions and 
defend them.” It would then be for the 
House to deal with that situation. In 
the United States of America last year 
they passed a very drastic Bill to deal 
with circumstances of a similar character. 
That Bill forbade statutory corporations 
to make any money contribution towards 
political objects in connection with any 
election to any political office. It 
covered the whole ground as regarded 
statutory companies, and prohibited the 
interference of limited liability companies 
in any kind of political contest. He 
did not think they ought to legislate in 


advance of proved grievances, and for the | 


present he did not think that any kind 
of case was made out against limited 
liability companies. What the Govern- 
ment now proposed was this. Thev 
proposed to introduce a Bill for the 
purpose of forbidding statutory  cor- 
porations to make contributions out 
of their funds towards political contests. 
Of course, he could give no pledge with 
regard to the time when it would be 
introduced. They had a few things to 
deal with this vear already, and he was 
afraid the deliberations upon them were 
likely to be rather prolonged. He 
trusted his hon. friends would consider 
that to be satisfactory. [Cries of “* No.’’] 
He thought it would be a very serious 
thing if they did not, and he asked his hon. 
friends on that side of the House to pause. 
He did not think it was fair that they 
should prevent a Biil going through which 
would have the effect of increasing rail- 
way facilities for a good many districts— 
facilities demanded by the general public, 
and which the railway companies were 
seeking to give as a result of the demand 
of the general public. He would go 
further, and say it was not to the interest 
—he would not say of the general public, 
but he would put it on Party ground and 
say it was not in the interest of the 
Liberal Party—to put obstacles in the 
way of legitimate expenditure to develop 
the resources of the country. He ear- 
nestly trusted that his hon. friend would 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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general sundries ”’ or | 
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see his way to withdraw the Amendment, 
and in any event he himself would sup- 
port the Second Reading of the Bill. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping) said he desired to make a per- 
sonal statement on a subject that affected 
his personal credit in the House. He 
recalled that when this Bill was under 
the consideration of the House on the 
last occasion he stated that the London 
and North-Western Railway Company 
had never subscribed a shilling to any 
political fund, and that the hon. Member 
for Denbigh District, challenging that 
statement, alleged that the directors 
had subscribed to the funds of the Free 
Labour Association for the purpose of 
securing contracting-out of the Em- 
plovers’ Liability Bill of 1883. In con- 
tradicting the statement he then made 
he did not think for a moment that 
the hon. Member would say that he 
was purposely deceiving the House. 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Denbigh 
District) : Hear, hear. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said he took 
it at the time that the hon. Member 
thought he had made a statement which 
was unsupported by evidence. Since 
then the officials of the company had at 
his request made the most thorough and 
searching examination of the whole 
of the company’s payments from 1883 
to 1903 inclusive, and that investigation 
had failed to disclose any such pay- 
ment, either direct or indirect, as that 
alleged by the hon. Member for Denbigh 
District. He was satisfied even 
with that, and a further search was made 
for all the payments of £25 and twenty- 
five guineas to make sure that no such 
payment had been made in any indirect 
manner, but the result was the same. He 
asserted, without fear of contradiction, 
that there was not a shadow of found- 
ation for the suggestion made in a news- 
paper, which, he hoped, was. the only 
foundation for the hon.,Member’s state- 
ment, that,the directors of the London 
and North-Western had ever subscribed, 
directly or indirectly, to the funds of the 
association in question. He hoped the 
hon. Member might”*now see his way 
to withdraw a remark made, he had no 


doubt, under a misapprehension. 


not 
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Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS said that 


whatever he stated in the House on a 
previous occasion was not in the least 
degree intended to reflect upon the 
credibility of the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman. It often happened that 
Members were called upon in the House 
to make statements concerning facts 
which were not within their own personal 
knowledge. He took that to be the 
position with regard to the statement of 
the right hon. and ¢allant Gentleman. 
That was the position in which he him- 
self was placed, and when he was 
given certain information he thought 
it his duty to make the most careful 
and exhaustive inquiry into the evidence 
upon which his statement was based. 
He made such an inquiry in this 
case and a great mass of evidence 
was placed before him. As the result of 
those inquiries he came to the conclusion 
that the evidence as to the accuracy 
of his statement was overwhelming. 

, od inquiries wi 1e 
He had instituted inquiri ith tl 
view of tracing the whereabouts of the 
man who was secretary of the Free 
Labour Association at the time when this 
contribution was alleged to have been 
made, and he had a sworn statement 
dated 6th April, 1907, from that person, 
John Sennett, stevedore, which he pro- 
posed to read to the House. The state- 
ment was as follows— 

‘I, John Sennett, 78, Cathay Street, Union 
toad, Rotherhithe, stevedore, make oath and 
say as follows :— 

“1. On or about June 22nd, 1892, at the 
instigation of Mr. G. A. Laws of the Shipping 
Federation I formed the Free Labour Associa- 
tion with offices in Myrdle Street, Commercial 
Road, E. The said Mr. Laws gave me £40 to 
float the association. I at once issued in the 
name of the Free Labour Association a manifesto 
throughout London denouncing trade unionism 
und the Liberal Party, and urging the London 
workmen to support the Conservative Party. 
The Association at this time, consisted of seven 
Committee men, a chairman, and myself as 
secretary and treasurer. 

“2. My colleagues and myself at once pro- 
ceeded to collect subscriptions from anti-trade 
union employers, Conservative candidates 
and the Conservative headquarters. The Con- 
servative headquarters paid me £50 before, 
and £100 immediately atter the 1892 election. 
The £50 was paid me by Mr. Rowbotham and 
the £100 by Captain Middleton. 

** 3. When the Liberal Government introduced 
their Employers Liability Bill the Free Labour 
Association at once started an agitation in 
favour of ‘contracting out.’ The London 
and North Western Railway Company. it will be 
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remembered, took a leading part in the agitation. 
for ‘contracting out’ so as to preserve their 
insurance society. We called a conference on 
the subject, at which Mr. W. Ellis, an official of 
the London and North Western Railway 
Company attended as representing the London 
and North Western Railway Insurance Society. 

“4, Towards the expenses of this conference 
and agitation the London and North Western 
Railway Company contributed the sum of 
£25 to our funds. The sum was paid through 
Mr. Ellis, the said official of the London and 
North Western Railway Company, who almost 
immediately afterwards became an_ official 
of the said Free Labour Association. I myself 
had part of the said £25 in part payment of my 
expenses for advocating that the London and 
North Western Railway Company should be 
allowed to contract their men out of the Em- 
ployers Liability Act if it became law, so as to 
preserve their insurance society. 

“5. A number of the * contracting out 
employers contributed to our funds at the 
same time, and it was upon this money that 
we ran the agitation in favour of * contracting 
out.’ d 4j3 an 

“6. [f the London and North Western 
Railway Company had not so contributed we 
should not have allowed their official to attend 
our conference, nor should we have run the 
agitation in favour of their insurance society as 
in fact we did by letters, manifestoes, meetings 
and resolutions. 4 

“Sworn at No. 10, Bell Yard, Fleet Street, in 
the City of Londor this 6th day of April, 1907.— 
Betore me, 

(Signed) J. H. Hors. 
A Commissioner for Oaths. 
(Signed) JoHN SENNETT. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: I adhere to 
every word I have said, and I would ask 
the hon. Member, if he does not see fit to 
withdraw the allegation in the House, to 
repeat the allegation outside the House. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he wished to say a few 
words in answer to the appeal which had 
been made to him to withdraw his 
Motion. The House would recollect that 
the two main reasons he gave in its 
support, and which appeared to meet with 
the approval of the House, were, first, 
that the company ought to give back 
the money it had subscribed out of the 
funds belonging to the shareholders and 
repay it into the funds of the company ; 
secondly, that he would not withdraw his 
Motion unless he felt that there was some 
security against any repetition of this 
conduct by the company in question. 
The House would recollect the speech in 
which the right}hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for Epping stated 
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that the company had given back 
the subscription and considered that 
they had made a mistake in giving 
it. He did not think that the 
majority of the House were satisfied that 
that was sufficient security against a 


repetition of the conduct. To-night 
a statement had been made by the 


President of the Board of Trade, 
who had stated that the Government, 
with the powers they already possessed, 
would insist upon publicity being given 
to all subscriptions of this kind by all 
railway companies. The right hon. 
Gentleman had also promised that the 
Government would introduce legislation 
in order to make it absolutely illegal 
that such subscriptions should be given. 
It might be objected that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not promised to intro- 
duce legislation on the question this vear. 
He was satisfied, however, with the pro- 
mise, because there were no elections 
imminent. That being so, he thought 
they might safely anticipate that the 
right hon. Gentleman would carry out his 
intention next vear of passing what would 
necessarily be a very short Bill. Under 
these circumstances he believed that in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s promise they 
had got security against a repetition of 
any such conduct by the railway com- 
panies as that on which the House felt so 
strongly, and as far as he was con- 
cerned, he would be ready to withdraw 
the Amendment which stood in his 
name. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. LEA (st. Pancras, E.) said that 
there were a large number of London 
and North-Western emplovees in his con- 
stituency; and in competing for their 
votes the Conservative and Moderate 
candidates at the general election and 
County Council election respectively had 
several privileges given to them. He 
would like to recall to the House what 
had been the policy of this railway com- 
pany for many years. A few weeks ago, 
when this question was brought before 
the House. the right hon. and gallant 
Member for the Epping Division stated 
that the company was unaware that the 
Municipal Reform League was a political 
organisation. 

Mr. Trevelyan. 
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said we 


*Mr. LEA said that one of the directors 
of the company was a Moderate candidate 
for Haggerston, and facts had subse- 
quently come out to show that he knew 
what the objects of the Municipal 
Reform League were. This was not an 

fo] 

isolated case. At every Parliamentary 
and County Council election in East St. 
Pancras the Conservative and Moderate 
candidates had been favoured by the 
company. In the first place the men had 
been summoned to Euston to hear 
addresses from these candidates, while 
similar opportunities had been denied 
to the candidates on the other side. 
Some official, too, supplied the favoured 
candidates with the names and addresses 
of all the railway servants in the con- 
stituency, so that the men were made 
the recipients of letters and circulars 
pointing out the serious ¢ffect of in- 
creased rates on wages and employment. 
The following circular, signed by Mes:rs. 
Barnes & Organ, and addressed trom the 
offices of the East St. Pancras Conserv- 
ative Association, was sent out during 
the recent County Council election 

Rates AND WaGES OF RaILWAy SERVANTS. 
Private and Confidential. 

18, Camden Street. N.W. 
13th February. 1907. 

“ DeaR Str.—May we venture to call your 
attention to the importance of the coming 
London County Council Election to you as a 
railway employee. It is of the utmost conse- 
quence to you that the present rate in London 
should be reduced. 

“The rates and taxes paid by the railway 
companies in various parts of the Kingdom 
amounted, in 1905, to nearly £5,000,000, and 
represented an increase during the past nine 
years of nearly £2,000,000. 

“The last official Returns show that the 
largest increase in the cost per train-mile in the 
year 1905 is in respect of rates and taxes. 

The effect of such increase in rates on the 
railway companies is to retard an advance in 
wages and not merely this, but to seriously 
impede railway development throughout — the 
country, thus tending to reduce the employment 
which the railway companies would otherwise be 
providing. 

* Lloyd’s Weekly recently called attention to 
the persistent rumour that the Great Eastern 
Railway contemplate moving their locomotive 
works to Ipswich, owing to the burden of the 
rates. The railway companies in London are 
equally experiencing the baneful effect of Pro- 
gressive rates, which, if not reduced, must 
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ultimately re-act to the detriment of all railway | 
servants living in and around London. 


“* The Municipal Reform Party is pledged to a 
policy of economy with efficiency, and to 
actively advancing the social welfare of the 
industrial working classes. 

“ For this, and for other reasons, we trust we 
may be favoured with your support at the 
coming London County Council Elections. 

We are, dear Sir, 
Yours faithfully, 

Epmunp Barnes. — 

T. A. Oran.” 
When this question was last before the 
House he had no opportunity of stating 
these facts, and he spoke to the righ* hon. 
and gallant Member for the Epping 
Division outside. He felt perfectly con- 
vinced after what the House had heard 
from the righ* hon. and gallant Member, 
that action of the kind described would not 
continue in future if he could prevent it. 
But what he himself and his constituents 
had to think of was what was going to 
happen when the righ hon. and gallant 
Member was no longer cn the London and 
North-Western Railway Board. They had 
suffered for the last twenty years in this 
matter. He was not committing any 
breach of secrecy when he said that one 
of the Members who formerly sat for 
his constituency told him how it was 
done. Indeed it was done in his own 
case at the last general election. Sir 
Thomas Wrightson had the privilege 
of addressing the railway employees at 
Euston. When he applied for a_ like 
privilege it was denied to him. The 
result, so far as he was concerne], was 
a most happy one. He would like to 
know from the President of the Board 
of Trade what measures he proposed 
to adopt to prevent subscriptions of this 
kind being given in future. tie was in- 
formed that the names of shareholders and 
debenture holders in railway companies 
were not filed at Somerset House as in the 
case of limited liability companies. If 
there was a register of names available 
for public inspection, one would be able to 
see whether on account of the political 
views of the shareholders there was any 
hanky-panky business going on. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he could give an assurance, apart from 
money contributions, that measures would 
be taken to make railway companies 
remain absolutely impartial in all political | 
and municipal contests. | 
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*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) thanked 
the President of the Board of Trade 
for putting the matter in a clear light. 
He was quite sure that everybody would 
agree with the proposition the right hon. 
Gentleman had laid down with respect 
to the payment of such subcriptions, but 


| whether he would find it so easy to in- 


troduce a Bill as he had sketched out 
he felt a little doubtful. While they were 
all agreed that it was extremely undesir- 
able that great companies should spend 
money on political objects, vet when 


they came to deal with it in detail 
they would find that the principle 
applied not only to statutory com- 


panies, but to all companies and even to 
wealthy individuals. He could not see 
how the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to draw the line nor how he was going 
to deal with the greater evil of political 
pressure brought to bear by railway com- 
panies upon their servants. He entirely 
agreed with what had been said as to the 
intolerable situation that would arise if 


the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division were carried. 
It was a monstrous proposal. [Cries 


of “Oh!” and ‘Hear, hear!”] It 
amounted to this, that because a railway 
company came to Parliament with a 
scheme which no one denied was one of 
public interest, therefore the House of 
Commons, having the company by the 
throat, should force it to do something 
which they had no legal right to ask it 
to do. There had been in the past many 
landlords with tenants who had honour- 
ably discharged all their obligations, but 
the landlords still were not satisfied. Thev 
went to those tenants and said, *‘ Although 
you have done all we require vou to do, 
vet because we have you by the throat we 
shal] require you to vote the way we want 
you to.” That was analagous to the 
position taken up by the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division. The matter 
should be dealt with by legislation, and 
not in the way proposed by the hon. 
Member, The mere fact that this 
company came to the House for fresh 
powers did not give the House the”right 
to force upon them what his hon. friend 
[An Hon. Memper: Yes, 
it does.] Let him look at the matter 
a little more deeply. What happened 
when they granted powers to a railway 
company? They gave a monopoly on 
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certain conditions. The company had 
to give certain services, and agree not 


to charge beyond certain maximum 
fares. That was a_ bargain. Parlia- 


ment had a right to insist on that bargain, 
That was their “ pound of flesh.” They 
had no right to go beyond that and intro- 
duce’ irrelevant matters. He would 
remind the House that hon. Members 


who were appointed to Private Bill Com- | 
mittees had to make a declaration that | 


they had no personal interest in the Bill. 
But that did not apply when the Bill 
was before the Whole House. He knew 
that his hon. friend was only acting in 
what he thought the public interest ; 


but surely there was a danger of corrup- | 


tion if Members took advantage of 
their position in the House to extort 
concessions from railway companies. The 


procedure in the House, as in Private | 
Bill Committees, should be a judicial | 


procedure. A very important point had 


been raised by this discussion, and that | 
was that railway companies and other | 
corporations had at present no repre- | 
sentation whatever upon local bodies. | DPotianant or tocal bodies. 
Only that morning he had received a letter | 
from a constituent who pointed out | 
that the company with which he was) 
concerned, and which had been built | 


up by his father, was very heavily rated, 
and yet had no representation what- 
ever on the local authority. It was 
a public scandal and absolutely un- 
just that these great concerns should 
be heavily taxed and that they should 
have no sort of representation on the 
taxing body. He would remind the House 
that the liberties of the country and the 
very existence of the House of Com- 
mons depended on the principle that re- 
presentation should accompany taxation, 
and they were virtually repudiating 
that principle when these great companies 
were taxed and denied all form of repre- 
sentation. He had no scheme of repre- 
sentation to propose. That was a difli- 
cult question; but the consideration 
of it, was germane to the present dis- 
cussion. If great 
taxed, he maintained that they must 
have some method of representation, or 
they would take other means of defend- 
ing themselves, and it might be that they 
would defend! themselves corruptly. It 


corporations were 


might be accepted as certain that when- | 


Mr. Harold Cox. 
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ever people suffered injustice they would 
resent and resist it 


*Mr. MICKLEM (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford) said he was not prepared to agree 
with the hon. Member for Preston that the 
railway interests were not represented in 
the House. He confessed that to him 





| that was an entirely new idea. He quite 
agreed that the railway interests and 
other corporations were not directly re- 
presented in the House and also on local 
bodies, but they were indirectly very 
largely represented both in the House and 
| on local bodies. He did not want in a 
| measure of this kind to follow out in de- 
tail the speech of the hon. Member for St. 
Pancras; he wished to confine himself 
to the Resolution before the House. He 
| thought the hon. Member for St. Pancras 
was under a misapprehension. There 
was no evidence whatever that the 
| directors or officials of the London and 
North Western Railway had used un- 
fairly their influence in order to obtain 
votes for certain candidates either for 


Mr. LEA said that he had been told so 
by a man who had sat in the House for 
many years. 


*Mr. MICKLEM said that the hon. 
Member had mentioned the names of two 
men who had sent ont the circular to the 
employees of the London and North 
Western, Railway Company: but he did 
not connect these men with the directors 
of that company. 


Mr. LEA said that the directors of the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company had contributed to the funds 
of the body which sent out the circulars. 


*Mr. MICKLEM said he saw no evi- 
dence of that whatever. 


Mr. LEA said the circular could not 
have been issued to the employees of the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company unless the names and ad- 
dresses of all the railway servants in the 
different constituencies had been sup- 
plied by the company’s officials. 
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*Mr. MICKLEM said he imagined 
that no Member of the House would have 
the least difficulty in ascertaining the 
names and addresses of all the share- 
holders in the London and North Western 
Railway Company, and even of their 
employees. He would give his own 
experience. He represented a consti- 
tuency in which the influence of the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company was as strong as anywhere 
else in England. There were large 
railway works in Watford, and it was 
becoming a most important centre for 
railway men near London. At his 
election the London and North Wes- 
tern Railway Company had, from first 
to last, put not the slightest pressure 
upon any man in their employment to 
influence his vote in the Watford Division, 
though there was no division near 
London in which the contest was more 
severe. He was glad to bear testimony 
to that fact, and he asserted that if 
his hon. friend would submit his docu- 
ment to any unprejudiced lawyer— 
—he meant a man who could form 
a fair and just estimate of evidence— 
he would find that the conclusion he 
had arrived at was not fairly justified 
hy the evidence. Probably some men 
had been using the name of the London 
and North Western Railway Company 
without authoritv. He could quite 
understand the general attitude of the 
hon. Gentleman, but he could only 
express to the House his experience 
which justified him in coming to a 
conclusion. He wanted to say one 
word about this particular Bill. It was 
of the utmost importance, and he might 
say that he himself had a very grave 
interest in it. He was not, however, 
a man of wealth, did not own any shares 
in the London and North Western Rail- 
way and was never likely to be a director 
of that or any other company. 

You never 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): 


cain tell. There may be a good time 
coming. I will share the spoils with 
you. 


*Mr. MICKLEM said he hoped the 
hon. Gentleman was a true prophet, but 
his interest was this. He represented a 
constituency which would benefit if 
this railway was made. Watford itself 
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was exceedingly needy, and this was 
a railway which the people there had 
been proposing for many years in order 
further to develop the town. The London 
and North Western Railway Company had 
developed Watford so that it had become 
one of the suburbs of London, and they 
had there, not only very large railway 
but very large industrial works, and 
more industrial works were coming to 
the town every day. It was therefore 
essential in the interests of the com- 
munity of Watford, which was becoming 
a great industrial centre and which was 
also a great residential centre, that this 
Bill should pass. What was the obiec- 
tion to the measure? He confessed 
that if it were a case in which the Lon- 
don and North Western Railway were 
deliberately saying “ We insist upon 
our right to subscribe to funds which 
shall be devoted to political purposes 
and shall be used in Parliamentary 
or local affairs to forward the in- 
terests of one side’—although he 
believed this Bill was wanted for 
the neighbourhood, he would think that 
the great public interest which such a 
position raised would justify him in 
ypposing the Bill, because the railway 
companv would be adopting a line which 
no public body ought to take. But what 
had happened? Could anything have 
been fairer, franker, or fuller than the 
statement of the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite who, rising in his place 
and speaking on behalf of the London 
and North Western Railway Company, 
made a statement. [An Hon. MemBer: 
It did not happen whilst he was there.] 
He recognised and he thought the House 
must recognise that the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman was speaking not 
only for himself but for those he repre- 
sentel—the other directors. What did 
he say? He said in the fullest and 
frankest manner that this action was 
indefensible and that immediately the 
directors understood what they had 
done and had ascertained that this 
body was a Party association, they 
themselves refunded the money they had 
sent to it and authorised him to apologise 
to the House. The directors admitted 
that they had acted under a mistake, 
but thev did their best to withdraw 
their action. He was not an old Member 
of the House, but his short experience 
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led him to believe that whatever it was 
the House was not vindictive. When a 
man made a mistake and frankly with- 
(lrew the House forgave him at once, and 
when a body outside the House made a 
mistake and sent down 
and gallant Member to assure them that 
it had made a mistake and apologised 
for its conduct, the House ought not 
to say that the act was deliberately done, 
but ought to accept the withdrawal and 
apology, especially if they were satisfied 
that this particular company was not 
going to repeat its action and also that 
the Bill in question was a good Bill 
which should, apart from the action of 
the railway company in another matter, 
be sent upstairs to a Committee. The | 
louse not being vindictive ought, he 
thought, to accept the withdrawal of the 
railway company and allow the Bill to 
proceed. He ventured therefore to appeal 
to the House, not on personal grounds in 
the least, to allow that course to be taken. 
fe held that the London and North 
Western Railway Company had acted 
fairly and honourably by the House. 
[Cries of. “ No.”] Well that was his | 
opinion, and he again asserted that nothing 
could have been fuller and franker than 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman’s 
apology. Having regard to the state- | 
ment made by the right hon. Gentleman | 
the President of the Board of Trade, | 
the House was absolutely safeguarded 
from any repetition of the conduct | 
complained of. In these circumstances 
he hoped the House would agree to the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


«Mr. BRIGHT (Oldham) thought he 

ought to offer some observations to the 

House before they came to a decision. | 
He was one of the directors of the London | 

and North Western Railway Company, | 
and he was entirely out of sy mpathy with | 

the association to which this subse ription | 
had been unfortunately given. It had, | 
indeed, been rather a trial to him to have | 
to pay out of his own pocket a portion of | 
the subscription which had been given 
to the last association in the world that he 
should have subscribed to. He had done 
his share in making what amends he could, 
though he admitted that he had not been 
sufficiently wide awake when the sub- 
scription was given. If he had been he 


would have objected, but he,had done his | 


Mr. Micklem. 
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best to make reparation, and he felt 2 
little hurt at some of the observations 
made by hon. Members. He thought 
they were a little ungracious. It was, 
he was certain, untrue that the company 
took any part in the election at Wat- 
| ford, although of course there might be 
/ardent Conservatives as well as ardent 
Liberals amongst their employees who 
|took an active part in the contest: To 
'say, however, that the company did so 
was, he was convinced, absolutely untrue. 
He joined in the appeal of the last speaker 
that the House should allow the Bill to 
pass and he pointed out that if it did not 
pass it would do no harm to the directors, 
although it might do harm to the pro- 
prietors of the railway, who were abso- 
guiltless in the matter. The 
‘rejection of the Bill would, moreover, do 
great injury to the districts through 
which the railway passed. The hon. 
Gentleman had mentioned Watford. It 
was impossible for the railway company 
to deal properly with the traffic of that 








place in the present congested condition 
of their line. 
| £2,000,000 on this line, and it would lead 


They proposed to spend 


'to a great stoppage of employment if it 
| were not 
‘about the evils of unemployment he 


passed. After all the talk 
thought it would be a very serious thing 
for the House to reject this Bill. Then, 
again, there was Coventry, where an 
trade was being done in 
bicycles and motor cars; that place also 


| would be served by the new line. In 
| addition 


there was the North Wales 
traffic which in the holiday season was 
very great, and the present conditions of 
the line made it very difficult to widen it. 
All these three projects would be knocked 
over if this Bill did not pass, and he 
thought that it would be a most strange 
'and foolish thing if in consequence of a 
|mistake of the directors the Bill was 
thrown out. 


*Mr. HEMMERDE (Denbighshire, E.) 
desired to say a few words in the 
| same sense as the last two speakers. He 
| could not see why the House should throw 
‘out this Bill after the explanation given 
by the right hon. and gallant Member, 
which he most unreservedly accepted. 
He could not believe that the House 
would take the responsibility of throwing 
out the Bill because the London and North 
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Western Railway Company had done a 
certain thing acting under a misapprehen- 
sion. It was open to question whether 
they had done anything illegal. An 
hon. Member the other night said with 
some confidence that the course which 
thev had taken was a legal action. He 
rather doubted whether it was a legal 
action. but at any rate they had the explicit 
assurance that it was not done deliberately. 
He could not believe that the House 
would not accept that assurance. Un- 
doubtedly the matter was a very serious 
one, but he did not believe that the evil 
of the influence of money in_ politics 
could be dealt with, either by the remedy 
suggested by the President of the Board 
of Trade, or by throwing out this Bill. 
They could not seriously deal with the 
matter by confining their attention 
merely to statutory companies. The 
President of the Board of Trade had said 
that they could not go in advance of 
public opinion, but he thought the better 
view was that of a great jurist, that all 
legislation should be anticapatory of public 
opinion and antecedent to expectation. 
If they were to deal properly with this 
question, they must, in addition to dealing 
with statutory companies, also make 
provisions in regard to all companies and 
all wealthy individuals who used their 
wealth for influencing legislation. That 
was really the question that they were 
face to face with to-day. The only way 
to meet that question was ruthlessly 
to cut down election expenses. Great 
companies were able to give subscriptions 
which never appeared in the account of 
the election expenses of the candidates, 
and that could only be prevented by 
legislation to the effect that they should 
not give these subscriptions unless they 
were returned in the account of the 
expenses of the candidates in whom they 
were interested. They could only do 
that by putting the strictest and narrow- 
est limits on the power of candidates to 
spend money in their constituencies. 
That end would not be attained by losing 
temper with the London and North- 
Western Company. After the assurance 
given by the company, he asked the 
House to support the Second Reading of 
the Bill. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 


(Mr. Kear.Ley, Devonport) said the. 
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object which had to be decided by the 
vote upon this Bill was the expenditure 
of £2,000,000 on a particular class of 
development. Whatever one’s views 
were on the particular transaction com- 
plained of no one would gainsay that the 
speech of the right hon. Member for Ep- 
ping was a most frank avowal, and a 
guarantee that no such thing should re- 
cur. If it had not been for the interven- 
tion of one Member on that occasion the 
House would have been then prepared to 
give the Billa Second Reading. His right 
hon. friend the President of the Board 
of Trade was prepared to recommend 
that course, but owing to the intervention 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman it was 
thought desirable to carry over the dis- 
cussion. The House had heard his right 
hon. friend say that in future there should 
be no reason to complain of any re- 
currence of the evil. Evidence had come 
to hand, however, which showed that 
similar transactions had taken place with 
dock and railway companies, and his 
right hon. friend held the view that 
unless steps were taken at once to check 
the development of the course which 
seemed to have been entered upon it 
would grow into a very great evil. It 
was under those circumstances that his 
right hon. friend had come down to the 
House and promised, first that the Board 
of Trade rules as to railway accounts 
should be so changed as to provide that 
the accounts submitted by the companies 
should disclose all these transactions ; and, 
secondly, that he would bring in a Bill to 
deal with the whole matter. There 
could be, therefore, no complaint of the 
way in which the Government had met 
the question. The hon. Member for the 
Elland Division had withdrawn his 
Amendment, and he (Mr. Kearley) did 
not propose to go into the fresh 
issues that had been raised. He, how- 
ever, thought it would be desirable if the 
railway companies could give an assur- 
ance either that they would permit 
neither political Party to have access to 
their premises, or that they would afford 
the privilege to both. He could not agree 
with the exception which had _ been 
taken to raising this matter on the 
Second Reading of a private Bill, and the 
mere fact of the Government having 
promised legislation showed how they 
viewed this evil. He hoped, therefore, 
the House would now be satisfied with 
the ample debate which had taken place 
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and allow the Bill to have its Second 
Reading. 


*Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe) said the questions raised 
were of considerable importance. He 
thought the hon. Member for Elland 
had perfomed a _ public service by 
calling attention to the facts. He 
strongly deprecated the introduction of 
any Party feeling into the mattér, and 
he believed hon. Members in all parts of 
the House would agree with him if they 
«calmly considered the matter. There was 
a very large majority of Liberals in the 
House, and this subscription was made 
to the Moderate cause of the County 
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company would be fighting those indi- 
vidual shareholders with their own money, 
He thought the same considerations 
applied to the shareholders of limited com- 


| panies as to the shareholders of railway 


Council, and a very large majority of 
* Q e | 


Moderates were returned. It might be 
that if hostile action was taken on this 
Bill it might derogate from the character 
of the House. It might be represented as 
a reprisal for that subscription, and he 
did not believe any hon. Member would 
desire any such thing as that. He asked 
every Member, therefore, before he 
gave his vote upon the Bill to re- 
flect what interpretation might be placed 
upon his giving an adverse vote. That 
state of affairs was a pure accident of the 
present case; it might well be that upon 
the Free Trade issue, Railway Companies 
would consider it to their interest to 
support the side of Free Trade, and it 
was therefore a matter which affected all 
Parties alike and all shareholders alike, 
and it was a matter which the House 
ought to attempt to deal with in a 
calm and judicial spirit. He did not 
agree with the hon. Baronet that the 
House was exceeding its rights in deal- 
ing with this matter; in his opinion it 
not only had the right, but it was 
its bounden duty to take up the matter 
and deal with it—as it was its duty 
when any evil arose—as effectively as 
possible. He regretted that the right 
non. Gentleman the President of the 
3oard of Trade proposed to confine his 
remedies to statutory companies and not 
to apply them to all limited com- 
panies? They heard the other night 
that the managers of the dock com- 
panies had been advised that they 


were entitled to make such subscriptions, | 


and that meant that individual share- 
holders who objected to the subscriptions 
being made would 


have to fight a| 
statutory company possibly right up to| was justified. 


companies, and he trusted the President 
of the Board of Trade would consider 
whether it would not be wise to extend his 
proposed Bill to limited companies. There 
might be a provision expressly providing 
that the memorandum of association must 
make mention of the right of the directors 
to make these contributions if they were 
intended to have sucha right. He hoped 
that the House would give the Bill a 
Second Reading. The railway company 
had acknowledged their error, and hon. 
Members therefore should give the Bill a 
Second Reading. 


Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 


End) asked whether the right hon, 
and gallant Gentleman the Member 


for Epping could answer this Question : 
it was rumoured that one of the 
directors of the company, who was a 
successful candidate for the County 
Council,when this matter came before the 
Board, said if that there was .ny «juestion 
about the contribution which had been 
authorised, he would pay it out of his 
own pocket. 


CoLonEL LOCKWOOD, in reply to 
the hon. Member for East St. Pancras, 
said he had made very careful 
inquiries into the subject, and he 
could find no justification for the state- 
ment that facilities had been given to 
Moderate candidates to hold meetings on 
the company’s premises. He could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that he quite under- 
stood his feelings, but the London and 
North Western Railway Company con- 
sidered themselves as carriers of persons 
and goods, and the last thing they 
thought of was to interfere in political 
matters. He could not say anything of 
his own personal knowledge as to the 
question of candidature, but he was _per- 
fectly certain that both Parties would be 
treated alike, though speaking for himself 
he wouldnot care to address a meeting 
in Euston station for fear of the windows. 
Their great idea was to keep absolutely 
clear of politics, He had made careful 
inquiry and he could not find that the 
statement of the hon. Member opposite 
He attended the Board 


the House of Lords, and the statutory | meetings, and no such statement was 


Mr. Kearley. 
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made before him at any rate, and he 
thought the hon. Member was mistaken. 
But he would be very glad to receive 
further information from him, and to go 
into the question with him. 


*Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, W.) 
said he happened to represent the division 
in which Euston Station was situated. 
He had fought five County Council elec- 
tions and two Parliamentary elections in 
the constituency, and he had been in- 
formed that the attitude taken up by the 
London and North - Western Railway 
Company when applied to for the 
use of their station premises was uniformly 
that they would not favour or allow 
facilities to either Party. Therefore 
it was with profound regret that he heard 
that that principle of neutrality had 
heen departed from in the case of the 
recent County Council election. He 
thanked the hon. Member for the Elland 
Division for bringing the subject to the 
notice of the House, but he quite 
accepted the very honourable manner 
in Which the right hon. and gallant 
(rentleman opposite had endeavoured 
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so far as possible to make up for the 
breach of principle which occurred on 
that occasion. Having accepted the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and having heard the assurance on 
behalf of the Government as to future 
legislation, he desired to offer no further 
opposition to the Bill now before the 
House. 


*Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
said that in the town of Wolverton there 
were thousands of employees of the 
London and North-Western Railway Com- 
pany, and he desired to say that it was ab- 
solutely untrue, as far as that town 
was concerned, that the railway company 
had brought the — slightest political 
influence to bear on their servants ; 
moreover he believed that any attempt 
of the kind would be keenly resented by 
the men themselves, 


Main Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 209 ; Noes, 
62. (Division List No. 144.) 


AYES, 


\cland-Hood,RtHnSir Alex. F. 


Burnyeat, W. J. D. 


Evans, Samuel T. 





Agnew, George William 

Atien, A. Acland (Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beale, W. P. : 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ. Williams( Devonyp’rt) 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Sennett, E. N. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ H (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Billson, Altred 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner, Rt HnSirJT (Cheshire) | 
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Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Byles, William Pollard 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, RtHnRichard Knight 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Clark,George Smith( Belfast, N.) 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Clough, William 

Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grints’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalmeny, Lord 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dillon, John 

Duckworth, James 

Duncan, Robt. (Lanark, Govan 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
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Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Ferens, T. R. 


| Findlay, Alexander 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


| Fuller, John Michael F. 
| Glendinning, R. G. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Hamilton, Marquess of 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 


Henderson, J.M.(Abe deen, W.) 


| Herbert, 'T. Arnold (Wycombe) 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Perey H. 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
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Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John es) | 

Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 

Layland- ‘Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) | 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. 
Lundon, W. 

pe ae Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Mac donald, J.M. (Falkirk B’ ghs | 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 

M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 

Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) | 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Mond, A. 

Morrell, Philip 

Murnaghan, George 

Murray, James 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Charles N.( Doneast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 


Adjournment 


David | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cooper, G. J 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A, 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in( Furness 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Essex, R. W. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill. A. H. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
and Question, 


Motion 


made, 


| O'Donnell, 
| O'Hare, 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 


O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 


O’ Malley, William 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
| Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| | Pollard, Dr. 
| Power, Patric 
(Edinb’gh,Central) 


k Joseph 
Price, C. E. 
Radford, G. H. 


| Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
| Raphael, Herbert H. 


Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 


| Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Rees, J. D. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


| Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
| Robinson, 8S. 


Rose, Charles Day 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
| Rowlands, J. 


Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


NOES. 


Hall, Frederick 
Halpin, J. 


Harvey,W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. | 


Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hogan, Michael 

Hudson, Walter 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kelley, George D. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 


Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster | 


Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. | 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal, E. 


Meagher, Michael 

Murphy, John 

0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
lr. (Kerry, W.) 
Patrick 


this House 
Whiteley,)— 
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| Seaverns, J. H. 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn. A Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry 
Waring, Walter 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland { 
Whitley, John Henry( Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Me. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 


Pease. 


| O’Shee, James John 

| Parker, James (Halifax) 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Summerbell, T 

| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent) 
Watt, Henry A. 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilkie, Alexarder 

| Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
H. C. Lea and Mr. Thorne. 


” (Mr. 


do now adjourn, 
put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at eighteen 


minutes after Ten o’clock. 
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373 Petitions, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 26th April, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Taff Vale Railway Bill. 
third time, and passed. 


Read the 


Boston Spa Gas Bill; Grays and 
Tilbury Gas Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill. 
As amended, to be considered upon Mon- 
day next. 


Swansea Harbour Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Land Drainage Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill; Land Drainage Provisional 
Order (No. 2) Bill. Read the third time, 
and passed. 

PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 

Petition from Salisbury, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Digby ; East- 
wood ; Gedling ; New Hucknall ; Selston ; 
Sherwood ; and Underwood Collieries ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL DISORDERS BILL. 
Petition from Salisbury, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 
Petition from Kilbucks, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Salisbury, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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_ Govan ; 
| Hawick ; Inverness ; Keiss ; Kirkmahoe ; 
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JURORS’ EXPENSES BILL. 


Petition from Essex, in favour; to lie 


| upon the Table. 


| LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 


2 sla 
Petition from Forres, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions against; from Barrhead ; 
Edinburgh and Leith ; Glasgow ; Partick ; 
and West Kilpatrick; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Aberdeen 


' (two); Alexandria; Alloa; Barrhead ; 


Blairgowrie ; Burnbank; Burra; Burra 
Isle ; Cambuslang ; Canisbay (two) ; Car- 
luke; Clydebank (nine); Culbokie ; 
Dalkeith (two); Dalmuir; Dumfries ; 
Dumfries and Galloway; Duntocher ; 
Edinburgh (eleven); Elgin; Fearn ; 
Flotta; Fortrose; Fraserburgh ; Gala- 
shiels; Gartsherrie; Glasgow (eight) ; 
Greenock (two); Hatton; 


Kirkwall (three); Lanark; Lauriston 
(two); Leuchars; Lochalsh; Lochee ; 
Newton Mearns (three); Newport ; Nits. 
hill; Paisley (two); Partick; Perth 
(two); Peterhead; Prestwick; St. 
Andrews ; Strathaven ; Tain ; Tayport ; 
(two); Uddingston; and Yoker (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Salisbury, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Forres, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAIN- 
TENANCE). 
Petition from St. Alban’s, for legis!z- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY TICKETS BILL, 
Petition from Forres, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


O 
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SALE OF WHISKY BILL. 


Petition from Forres, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. 


WEEKLY REST DAY BILL. 


Petition from Forres, in favour ; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 


Account presented, showing the Re- 
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understand that the ‘Treasury is in 
communication with the departments 
concerned on the subject. 


London PostaliSorters’ Open Examination. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General if the 
forthcoming examination for the position 


| of sorter, London postal service, is to be 


the last examination for these positions ; 
and, if so, what is the reason for abolish- 


ing the open competition for this class. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Burton.) The 


| Auswer is In the negative. 


ceipts and Kxpenditure on account of | 
Bankruptcy Proceedings during the year | 
ended 31st March, 1907 [by Act]; to lie | 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
130. ] 


[ No. 


Account presented, showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Pro- 


Kingscourt (County Cavan) Post Office. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
the new post office and dwelling-house at 
Kingscourt, county Cavan, have been 


‘ ; ‘ | built at public expense ; and whether the 
COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. | 


ceedings during the year ended 31st | 


March, 1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table and to he printed. [No. 131.] 


WUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Land Act—Section 2. 

Mr. FETHERSTONBAUGH § (Fer- 
managh, N.) : To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that, so far back 
as April, 1904, Mr. C. E. Crean, of 
Ballyhaunis, county Mayo, endeavoured 
to avail himself of Section 2 of the Land 
Purchase Act of 1891, but was informed 
by the Secretary of the Irish Land 
Commission that he could not do 
as no rules had been made under the 
section , can he say if the n-cessary rules 
have yet been made; and, if not, will 
hz take steps to have it made possible 
for purchasers to take advantage oi the 
section, as large numbers of them are 
now desirous of doing at once. 


sO 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The fact is 
as stated in the first part of the Question. 


appointinent of a sub-postmaster shall be 
confined to applicants trom Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buston.) 1am 
informed that the sub-postmaster of 


' Kingscourt is building an extension to 
| his present premises at his own expense. 
| As tar as I am aware, there is no prospect 


of the office becoming vacant in the near 
future. 


Income-Tax paid in Ireland. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the claim that 


| more income-tax is paid in the counties 


of Ulster than in the counties of any 
other province in Ireland, he can issue 
a statement showing the amount collected 
in every county in Ireland, and the rate 


| per head of the population in every 


county. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) No, Sir. 
As- I have already explained, such a 


| statement would be misleading and would 


not serve the purpose which the hon. 


' Member desires. 


Irish Valuation. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 


No rules have yet been made, but I | can issue astatement showing, according 


CE 
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to the last available figures, the average 
valuation per inhabitant of the different 


Irish counties. 


{26 ApriL 1907} 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) This 
information has been supplied me and 


is as follows :-— 


Questions. 
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County. 


Population, 


Rateable Valuation, 





Valuation per 
head of 





1901 Census. 1907. einai 
Province of Ulster. 

; £ s. £sd 
Antrim - - - - 196,090 422,657 9 313 8 
Armagh - - - - 125,392 438,572 9 3 9 11 
Cavan - - - 97,541 29.175 5 ve i anaes: 
Donegal - - - 173,722 310,895 5 1 15 10 
Down : - - - 205,889 824,420 13 4 0 1 
Fermanagh - . - 65,430 242,103 18 314 0 
Londonderry - - - 104,512 319,737 5 > tg 
Monaghan - - 74,611 275,946 0 314 0 
Tyrone - - - - 150,567 462,710 2 3 1 6 
Belfast County Borough - 349,180 1,490,832 0 4 5 5 
Londonderry County Borough 39,892 112,763 10 216 6 

Province of Munster. 
Clare - . - - 112,334 326,214 17 248° 9 
Cork - - . - 328,489 1,108,642 3 a a, | 
Kerry - - - - 165,726 309,274 16 eo <4 
Limerick - . - - 107,947 472,900 3 rae 
Tipperary, North Riding - 67,815 276,851 11 7-8 
Tipperary, South Riding - 92,417 411,144 6 4 9 0 
Waterford - - - 60,418 266,828 1 48 4 
Cork County Borough — - 76,122 184,097 15 | 2 8 4 
Limerick County Borough 38,151 73,109 4 | 118 4 
Waterford County Borough 26,769 51,374 12 | 118 5 


bo 
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5 ; . ; Valuation per 
County. a | oe 

Province of Leinster. 
£ S. se ¢@ 
Carlow - : : : 37,748 169,889 15 410 0 
Dublin — - - - - - 157,568 840,298 2 5: 6 8 
Dublin County Borough § - 290,638 939,657 5 o 4. 8 
Kildare - - - - 63,566 339,389 6 5 6 9 
Kilkenny - - - - - | 79,159 363,142 7 tat 9 
King’s - - - - - 60,187 247,690 14 ft 24 
Longford - - - - - 46,672 153,179 19 3 5 8 
Louth - . - . - 65,820 | 248,129 0 315° 5 
Meath - 67,497 551,318 4 § 3 4 
Queens - - - - - 57,417 257,501 4 4 9 8 
Westmeath . - - - 61,629 326,519 18 5640 
Wexford - - - - - 104,104 388,330 2 314 7 
Wicklow - - - : - 60,824 293,994 18 416 8 
Province of Connaught. 

Galway - - . - - 192,549 480,894 19 2911 
Leitrim - - - - 69,343 138,562 1 2: 0 0 
Mayo - - - - 199,166 321,881 14 1 a2 8 
Roscommon 101,791 301,425 10 215 3 
Sligo - - - - - 84,083 214,712 2 2% 4 








Promotion in the General Valuation 

ce, Dublin. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
has had under consideration the fact that 
an assistant clerk in the General Valua- 
tion Office, Dublin, with reference to 
whose proposed promotion the Treasury 
have decided to take no action until a 
second-division vacancy to which he 





could be appointed occurs in that or 
some other office, has no prospect, if this 
decision is adhered to, of obtaining such 
promotion for several years; whether 
he is aware that no vacancy will occur 
in the normal course in the Valuation 
Oftice for over ten years, and that the 
heads of other departments have ex- 
pressed their natural unwillingness to 
accept him as a second-division clerk 
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in view of the claims to promotion of 
assistant clerks belonging to their own 
staffs; and whether he is willing, as a 
solution to the matter, to sanction the 
issue of a certificate of qualification to 
the official in question, he then to wait, 
with the other candidate second division 
clerks on the books of the Civil Service 
Commissioners, an appointment as a 
second-division clerk in any Dublin 
ottice to which he may be assigned by 
the Commissioners. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
ratio existing between the number of 
second-division clerks and of assistant 
clerks employed in the General Valua- 
tion Office, Dublin, has remained constant 
for some years ; whether in the mean- 
time the volume and importance of the 
work of this department have consider- 
ably increased, especially as regards the 
better-class clerical work ; whether he 
is aware that an assistant clerk in this 
office, who is acknowledged to be engaged 
on work of a superior class, and has 
consequently been recommended for pro- 
motion to the second division, is obliged 
to wait till a vacancy in this grade occurs 
in the normal course before this recom- 
mendation is considered: and whether, 
considering that such a vacancy will 
not arise under ordinary conditions for 
several years, and that this clerk must 
naturally look for promotion in the office 
to which he is at present assigned, he 
will adjust the ratio of the clerical staff 
in accordance with the development of 
the work of the office. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 1 have 
no information as to when a_second- 
division vacancy might occur in the 
Valuation Office or some other depart- 
ment to which the assistant clerk referred 
to could be appointed; but I do not 
consider it practicable to follow the course 
suggested by the hon. Member. The 
Treasury has not received any repre- 
sentation from the Commissioner of 
Valuation to the effect that the number 
of second-division clerks in the depart- 
ment is inadequate for the performance 
of the duties assignable to that class. 


Income Tax—Schedule E—Persons 
Resident Abroad. 


Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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(Questions. 352 
whether, having regard to the decision 
of the City Commissioners in the case 
of Mr. Duff, it is the intention of the 
Revenue authorities to tax under 
Schedule E of the Income Tax Act the 
servants of English companies resident 
and earning their salaries abroad ; and 
whether such a course is in accordance 
with the practice hitherto pursued under 
Schedule E. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) It is 
not intended to make any change in the 
existing practice, which is as follows :— 
Where servants of an English company 
are wholly resident abroad and do not 
discharge any of their duties in the 
United Kingdom, they are not regarded 
as assessable to income tax on their 
salaries. Where a person, though resi- 
dent abroad, holds a directorship of an 
English company and attends meetings 
of the directors in the United Kingdom, 
he is assessable to income tax on his fees 
as director under Schedule E. This was 
Mr. Dutt’s case. 


Carnarvon Castle—Maintenance and 
Upkeep. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): To ask the First Commissioner 
of Works what sums have been annually 
expended during the last ten years on 
the maintenance and upkeep of Carnarvon 
Castle. 


(Answered by Mr, Harcourt.) As the Office 
of Works did not take chargeot Carnarvon 
Castle until December last, I am not in a 
position to give the information asked for 
by the noble Lord. 


Decrease of Population of Ulster. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he éan state what has 
been the decrease of population in each 
of the counties of Ulster since 1841 ; and 
what has been the emigration from each 
of the counties during the same period, 
giving in each case the figures for the city 
of Belfast separately from those for the 
county of Antrim. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The follow- 
ing table gives the information asked 
for so far as it is available :— 
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| [ 
| Decrease in | + Number of 
‘ . Population 1901 as Emigrants, Ist 
Counties. Census of 1841. | compared with |May,1851,to3l1st 
} 1841. |December, 1906. 
Antrim (exclusive of Belfast) - - | 290,530 94,440 269,437 
(inclusive of 
Belfast) 
Armagh - . - - . - 233,024 | 107,652 99,349 
| 
Cavan - - - - : : . 248,262 | 145,721 117,671 
eS oe el 296,540 | 122,818 | 129,700 
| | 
Down (exclusive of Belfast) - - -| 361,487 | 155,598 | 146,621 
(inclusive of 
Belfast) 
| 
Fermanagh - - - - - - | 156,852 91,422 56,278 
Londonderry - - - - -| 222,461 | 78,057 108,434 
Monaghan - : - : - - 200,516 | 125,905 | 76,369 
Tyme - - - - - 313,011 | 162,444 | 140,579 
a 
| | 
Belfast City - - - - - 71,580 | 277,600 | 
| Increase 





+ Emigration Returns were not prepared prior to 1851. 
t Separate emigration statistics for Belfast are not available. The figures for Belfast are 
included under Antrim and Down, in which counties it is situate. 


Izish Evicted Tenants—Reinstatement 
of Patrick Cormack and James Feehan. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid) : To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can say if any steps have yet been taken 
by the Estates Commissioners to bring 
about the reinstatement of Patrick 
Cormack and James Feehan, evicted 
tenants on the estate of Temperance 
Anne Lamphier, of Foilacamin, near 
Thurles, in the county of Tipperary ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My pre- 
decessor informed the hon. Member on 
7th May last that these men are not 
evicted tenants. The persons of whom 


they claim to be the representatives 
surrendered the farms for monetary 
compensation many years ago, and the 
holdings have since been sold under the 


Act of 1903 to the occupying tenant. 
The Estates Commissioners inform me 
that they do not intend to reopen the 
matter. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—-Case of Philip 
Sweeney. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland why the Estates Com- 
missioners are unable to take any action 
in the case of Philip Sweeney, an evicted 
tenant on the estate of Owen Wynne, 
county Leitrim. 


(Answered ly Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners have made_ in- 
quiries into the case of Philip Sweeney, 
who has applied for reinstatement in the 
holding formerly occupied by him and 
now occupied by another tenant. The 
Commissioners have, in the exercise of 
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their discretion, decided that, having 
regard to the circumstances and to 
No. VI. of the Lord-Lieutenant’s Regula- 
tions of the 13th February, 1906, the 
case is not one in which they should take 
any action. 


Evans Estate, Killoman—Request under 
Section 40 of the Land Act, 1896. 

Mr. DOLAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
[reland whether a request under Section 
40 of The Irish Land Act, 1896, has been 
lodged with the Estates Commissioners 


regarding the Evans estate, Killoman, 
county Leitrim. 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 am in- 


formed that in February last the Land 
Judge directed a request under Section 
10 of the Land Act, 1896, to be lodged 
with the Land Commission. It recently 
came to the knowledge of the Land 
Judge that the request had not been 
lodged in pursuance of his direction. On 
the 19th instant the learned Judge had 
the case listed before him and expressed 
his strong disapproval of the action of 
the solicitors in charge of the proceed- 
ings, and ordered the request to be 
lodged forthwith. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Application of 
Patrick Fitzpatrick. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
states Commissioners have received an 
application for reinstatement from 
Patrick Fitzpatrick, Drumrush, Drums- 
laddy, Belturbet, county Cavan ; are the 
states Commissioners in treaty for any 
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cromby) : 


untenanted land in county Cavan; and | 
will this evicted tenant’s claim have their 


attention. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners are unable to trace the | 
receipt from this evicted tenant of an 
application for reinstatement. Some 600 
acres of untenanted land in county Cavan 
are at present being inspected on gn 
of the Commissioners with a view 
purchase. 


Irish School Teachers—Publication of 
Personal Details in Daily Report 


Book. 
Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu-! 


| 
Bs 
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tenant of Ireland if the Commissioners 
of National Education have recently 
issued a ferm to every teacher, which, 
when filled in, is to be permanently 
pasted in the daily report book, and 
which requires, amongst other matters, 
the publication of the teacher’s age and 
grade; and whether, seeing that under 
existing rules the public have access to 
this book, and having regard to the 
consequent unpleasantness to the teacher 
of having such personal details published, 
and the general dissatisfaction caused 
among the teaching profession in conse- 
quence, he will suggest to the Commis- 
sioners that such details should be 
furnished in the inspector's observation 
book. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) |The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that the Answer to the first part of 
the Question is in the affirmative. The 
Commissioners are at present consider- 
ing the propriety of having the form 
inserted instead in the inspector’s obser- 
vation book, which is not open to 
inspection by visitors. 


| Army Service and Civil Service Pensions. 


Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can secure the issue 
of a Treasury Warrant enabling non- 
water tleton service with the colours to be 
reckoned with Civil Service pensionable 


time in computing the amount of pension 


‘to be given at the expiration of Civil 


Service, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on the 
employment of ex-soldiers and sailors. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Haldane). 
The matter is still under consideration. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. R. BALFOUR (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) in moving the Second Reading, 
said he would endeavour to deal 
with the subject as briefly as possible. 
The evils of intemperance need not be 
dwelt upon; they must at various times 
have come within the cognisance of every 
Member of the House. The highest 
medical authorities had expressed them- 
selves in unmistakeable terms on the 
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subject, and many of our leading munici- | 


palities had issued warnings to their | 


citizens with respect to the physical 
deterioration arising from the abuse of 
alcohol. Temperance reformers had 
laboured with this problem for many 
years, with a self-devotion which could 
not be too strongly recognised by the 
House. They had been called upon to 


struggle with the obstruction of vested | 


interests, and with the indifference of 
those who claimed that the growth of 
public sentiment would be sufficient to 
bring about a better state of things, and 
that legislative interference was not 
necessary. Temperance reformers did 
not claim that intemperance could be 
removed from our borders by Act of 
Parliament, but they did claim—and that 
most strongly—that it could be greatly 
initigated by legislation which would lead 
to the withdrawal or restriction of facili- 
ties for obtaining alcoholic jiquors— 
facilities which were so greatly in excess 
of reasonable requirements as to be a 
public scandal. It might be argued that 
the removal of facilities would not in 
itself reduce intemperance. They might 
as well, he suggested, argue against the 
etficacy of the petition, “Lead us not 
into temptation.” But there was avail- 
able evidence that cause and effect were 
very closely allied in this matter. The 
returns of cases of drunkenness in Glasgow 
for three-year periods before and after 
the passing of the Forbes-McKenzie Act 
were: before, 71,648; after, 53,146. 
Cases of drunkenness on Sunday for 
similar periods were: before the passage 
of the Act, 4,082; after, 1,466. There 


was further evidence to the effect that | 


cases of crime committed when under 
the influence of drink during the same 
periods were: before the passage of 
the Act, 34,972; after, 19,370. 
These figures spoke for themselves. 
But let them take a more recent 
example in another country’ with 


which he was personally familiar. The 
city of San Francisco met with a) 
great disaster about a year ago. Before | 


the disaster there 


averaged about 1,500 per month. The 
public-houses were closed during May 


and June, and reopened during August | 
and September. The arrests for drunken- | 


ness during the closed two months were 


259, and for disturbance of the peace 78 ; | 
while during the open two months the | 


Mr. L. Balfour. 


were about 3,200) 
public-houses, and arrests for drunkenness | 
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figures were 994 and 280 respectively. 
He maintained that these comparative 
figures afforded very strong evidence in 
support of the contention that intemper- 
ance could be effectively dealt with by 
the curtailment of facilities—that was, of 
temptation. This brought him to the 
consideration of the method of dealing 
with the question. The Bill before them 
applied to Scotland only, and there could, 
he submitted, be no question that Scot- 
tish opinion was pronouncedly in favour 
of the principle of local option, with 
power vested in the ratepayers to pro- 
hibit, or, alternatively, to restrict the 
opening of public-houses within their 
respective areas. The Bill introduced 
by Mr. Hunter Craig, late Member for 
Govan, two years ago, entitled “ Liquor 
Tratlic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill,” was 
discussed in the late Parliament on 5th 
May, 1905, and although it was defeated 
by a majority (Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 142) of 
33, it was supported by thirty-three 
Scottish Members, against fourteen dis- 
sentients, or a majority of over two to 
one in favour of the Bill. Then let them 
take the record of the present Parliament. 
The local option Resolution, moved by 
his hon. friend the Member for the 
Appleby Division of Westmoreland on 
10th April, 1906, was carried by a large 
majority (Ayes, 271; Noes, 44) ; and on 
that occasion it was supported by thirty- 
one Scottish Members against only three 
dissentients. They were entitled to 
assume that the opinion of the Scottish 
people on this subject was represented by 
the Scottish Members of the House, 
especially as their Vote in support of 
local control in the last Parliament had 
been so amply confirmed in the present 
Parliament, and it could not be disputed 
that the question of temperance legisla- 
tion was fully before the Scottish people 
throughout the last General Election. If 
further confirmation of Scottish opinion 
was desired it was to be found on the 
records of the House, a large number 
of petitions—he understood about 550— 
having been lodged in support of the 
Bill, while about fifty-five petitions had 
been lodged against it. Local option in 
various forms, doubtless designed to meet 
the varied wishes and circumstances of 
each case, had been adopted in most of 
our Colonies, and there was a progressive 
sentiment in the Colonies in favour of 
thus placing the control of the liquor 
trattic in the hands of the people. The 
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same remark applied to the United 
States, and it was difficult to understand 
on what principle it could be maintained 
that the people whose comfort and well- 
being and whose hearths and homes 
were alone concerned should not be 
empowered to control their own destinies 
in this, matter. Landowners had been 
accustomed to exercise the legal right of 
prohibiting or limiting the opening of 
public-houses on properties controlled by 
them. On what principle could it be 
maintained that communities should not 
be entitled to exercise the same privilege ! 
Surely a community of people had rights 


at least equal to those of an individual. | 


Argu nents had been put forward that 
proh bition in localities would lead to the 
contamination of adjacent areas. 
that were so, the adjacent areas had the 
remedy under the Bill in their own hands. 
Further, it had been argued that pro- 
hibition would result in evasions of 
the law. On that principle it might 
with equal force be claimed that there 
should be no punishment for crime 
because criminals sometimes evaded 
punishment ; but for his own part he had 


But if | 
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confidence enough in the administration | 


of the law in this country to feel sure 
that there was no ground to apprehend 
serious difficulties in that connection. 
For convenience he would 
details of the Bill. It provided that— 
“A poll shall be taken upon a requisition 
signed by not less than one-tenth of the parish 
electors of the area. The parish electors are 
ratepayers. 
both a prohibitory and limiting resolution, 


state the | 


Electors may sign requisitions for | 


and where there are requisitions for both such | 


resolutions, the poll on them shall be taken 
together. The poll shall be taken not exvrlier 
than three weeks, or later than four weeks, 
after the requisition or requisitions have been 
presented. When a poll is taken of both a 
prohibitory and a limiting resolution, an elector 
may not vote for more than one resolution. 
The votes on the prohibitory resolution shall 
be counted first, and if that resolution is 
carried, the votes on the limitiog resolution 
shall not be counted. 
lution is not carried, the votes polled in favour 
of such resolution shall be added to those 
polled in favour of the limiting resolu- 
tion. If a majority of not less than three-fifths 
of the votes recorded are in favour of a prohibi- 
tory resolution, the said resolution shall be 
carried, and so long as such prohibitory reso- 
lution remains unrepealed, no certificate shall 
be granted or renewed for the sale of excisable 
liquors within that area. And if a majority 
of the votes recorded are in favour of a limiting 
resolution, that resolution shall be carried, 
and, during the time such limiting resolution 
remains unrepealed, the number of certificates 


If the prohibitory reso- | 








to be granted for the sale of excisable liquors ' 
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within that area shall not exceed three-fourths 
of the number existing at the date of the poll, 
without prejudice to the discretion of the 
licensing authority to grant a less number of 
certificates than the three-fourths. In either 
case, the resolution shall come into operation 
in the area on the 28th day of May in the year 
succeeding that in which the poll is taken. 
Provision is made under which arrangements 
may be carried out with the licensing court for 
carrying out limiting resolutions on the most 
equitable terms. Where a prohibitory or 
limiting resolution is in foree, a further poll 
shall not be taken before the expiration of 
three years from the date such resolution 
came into force, but after such expiration 
another poll may be taken: (@) if a prohibi- 
tory resolution is in force then, on a resolu- 
tion for repealing the same, and (b) if a 
limiting resolution is in force, then on a pro- 
hibitory resolution, or on a resolution for 
further limitation, or a resolution for repeal- 
ing the existing resolution; and the same 
majorities shall apply as in the case of the 
original poll.” 
The local authorities and areas were set 
forth in Clause 7 of the Bill, and were 
believed to be in conformity with the 
conditions with which the Act would have 
to deal. It was proposed that the Act, 
so far as it related to existing certificates, 
should come into operation on the 28th 
day of May next, after the passing 
thereof, but the provisions of the Act 
relating to requisitions and taking of 
polls should come into operation immedi- 
ately after the passing thereof. The 
governing principle of the Bill was that 
it conferred upon the inhabitants of local 
areas in Scotland the power to exercise a 
direct control over the liquor traffic in 
their neighbourhood. There might be 
points of detail in the Bill which would 
require modification, but that was a 
question for the Committee Stage ; they 
now contended for the principle of the 
Bill. It did not legislate in advance 
of public opinion ; it merely provided 
means under which the public could 
express their wishes, and give practical 
effect to them, and the possession of 
power—even if not exercised—to prohibit 
or restrict the issue of certificates would 
have a most wholesome influence upon 
the manner in which public-houses were 
conducted, and—where exercised—-the 
promoters of the Bill held the view that 
there would be created in these areas 
“object lessons” of comfort and pros- 
perity which would lead to the adoption 
of similar measures in other areas. He 
appealed to the House to give the 
Scottish people the power which they 
peop P , 
desired, and he begged to move the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 
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*Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars), 
in seconding the Motion, said arguments in 
favour of the measure were well known and 
had often been stated. The experience 
of our own Colonies and the Scandinavian 
countries had justified the statement 
that the time had arrived for some 
practical action to be taken. He wished 
to remove an erroneous impression which 
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appeared to exist in the minds of some 
hon. Members in regard to the attitude 


of the Labour party upon legislation | 


of this character. 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil, whose 


A few weeks ago the | 


enforced absence from the House he was | 


sure they would all deplore, stated that 


drink was not the primary cause of unem- | 


ployment. With that the Labour Party 
agreed, and would have agreed if he had 
said further that the primary cause of un- | 
employment was the private ownership of 
the means of life. Upon that occasion the | 
hon. Member was much misunderstood, 


and he wished to assure the House that | 


the members of the Labour Party were 


glad upon all occasions to associate them- , 


selves with any well-conceived effort to 
lessen an insidious and gigantic evil which, 
whatever might be said about its general 
consequences in regard to unemployment, 
they were all agreed was the cause 
of much individual unemployment, of | 
poverty, suffering, and mental and 
physical weakness, and in its social and 
moral aspect was eating into the national 
life of the country and weakening 
national efticiency. The Labour Party 
Conference last year discussed the same | 
proposition that was embodied in this 
Bill, and after a lengthy discussion it 
was found that delegates representing 
660,000 were in favour of the pro-| 
posal and those representing 103,000 
against it. The significance and strength | 
of those figures was emphasised when 
he pointed out that the 103,000 minor- | 
ity were by no means against temper- 
ance legislation, but were against this 
particular proposition because it did not | 
go far enough to satisfy them. In| 
seconding the adoption of the Bill he | 
was speaking on behalf of the Labour 


Party. He was also speaking as a} 
Scottish Member, and he had_ the! 


authority of the Scottish Temperance | 
Party who had dome him the honour of | 
asking bim to second this Motion. A | 
strong argument in favour of the Bill was | 
the fact that no less than sixty-one | 
out of seventy-two hon. Members repre- ' 
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senting Scotland were pledged to its 
support. If representative Government 
meant anything he thought that fact 
alone was sufficient to warrant the assent 
of Parliament being given to the Bill. 
In Scotland they had had Sunday closing 
for many years, and in recent years 
they had adopted earlier closing than 
formerly. A good deal of cheap sarcasm 
had been indulged in with regard to 
the Forbes-MacKenzie Acts, but no 
one in their sober senses in Scotland 
would desire to go back to the bad old 
time prior to the passing of those Acts. 
A good many figures had been submitted 
to the House in connection with convic- 
tions for drunkenness and things of that 
sort. He did not propose to give any 
figures, because he found they were often 
used to bamboozle people. Anyone who 
had ordinary intelligence and powers of 
observation could see for themselves 
an immense improvement in the streets 
of Glasgow, Dundee, and many other 
places as the result of the earlier closing 
of public-houses which had taken place 
in Scotland. Scotland was now ripe 
for another step in tempersnce legis 
lation. He appealed to English and 
Irish Members—and he was sure there 
was no need to appeal to Welsh Members 
and to all sections of the House not to 
stand in the way of Scotland bringing 
about a reform of this kind. He had 
much pleasure in supporting the Bill 
upon its merits. Itdid not go far enough 
for him, because he would like legislation 
which would eliminate private profits from 
the drink trade, which he would like to 
see conducted, if possible, in accordance 
with the public welfare, and in such a 
way as to provide counter-attractions 
in the public-house other than alcoholic 
liquors. The Bill was good so far as it 
went, because it was an extension of a 
democratic principle to a matter vitally 
affecting the people in their everyday 
life. It wasan extension of that principle 
in the best of all possible ways, because 
it extended the principle without the 
intermediary who was always biassed 
by class, money, or political interests. He 
did not wish to say anything in a dispar- 
aging sense of the publican, who he be- 
lieved had got more than the ordinary fair 
share of the milk of human kindness. He 
did not believe the public-houses however 
supplied an ordinary and legitimate de- 
mand ; they created that demand. Those 
who treated the demand for alcoholic 
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liquors in the same way as a demand for 
any other commodity showed a lamentable 
lack of knowledge of human nature with 


all its frailties and weaknesses. As a. 


workman many cases came under his 
own observation of men who would be 
willing under the operation of this Bill, 
if they had a chance, to remove public- 
houses out of their way in order that 
temptation might be removed. There 
were men who would willingly vote 
for the abolition of public-houses, 
who desired to give up the drink, 
hut could not do so because they had so 
giten to pass the open door of the public- 
house with its enticing smell. Although 
in such cases the spirit was often willing 
the flesh was very weak. This Bill 
would give such men an opportunity of 
saving themselves from the temptation 
to drink, It had been said that in New- 
port the Sunday closing of public-houses 
had resulted in the people going three 
miles to get drink. He thought such 
things were only temporary, and they 
would very soon right themselves, and in 
any case the temptation to drink in New- 
port would be less than it was before. 
It was said that measures of this kind 
would tend to separate certain sections of 
the community one from another and 
would cause a good deal of dislocation. 
That might be so, but he would remind 
the House that the power they sought to 
give to the people was as a matter of fact 
already enjoyed and exercised by public 
compames and by landlords, many of 
whom laid it down as a stipulation that 
there should be no liquor shops within 
their particular areas. As a matter of 
fact there were a great many places 
near London where large areas had 
heen so fixed up by the landlord 
and no intoxicating liquor was sold 
in them. A few weeks ago he was 
down at Nottingham in company with 
one of the representatives of that county, 
who took him over one of the districts in 
that county where this very provision 
had been carried out by the landlord, and 
he could not help noticing the prim, 
well-kept appearance and the general 
prosperity of that district as compared 
with other parts. Even if the effect of 
this measure was to separate one part 
of the community from another, he did 
not think it would be a bad thing, because 
such an object lesson would in time tell 
in other places. The statement was 
sometimes made that they could not 
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make people sober by Act of Parliament. 
Nobody sought to do anything of the 
kind, but what they did seek to do was, 
at all events, to cease making people 
drunk by Act of Parliament. As the 
very word itself implied, licence was 
given to people to sell drink, and this 
privilege was enjoyed on account of 
someth ng which had been done in the 
House of Commons. The object of 
legislation and the function of Parlia- 
ment was to make it easy for people to 
do well and difficult to do ill. It was 
upon those lines that this Bill was 
framed. He he«l much pleasure in 
seconding the Motion, and commending 
the measure to the judgment of the 
House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


| time.” 


*Mr. F. E.SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
moved an Amendment asking the House 
to decline to proceed further with a 
measure which, while leaving the right 
of supplying alcoholic liquor in clubs and 
dispensaries unrestricted, would deprive 
brewers, licensees, and the investing 
public of their property without com- 
pensation. He said he did not know 
whether there was any prospect of the 
Government taking up the bill, but no 
doubt in the course of the debate they 
would hear. If there was any prospect 
at all of the Government taking it up 
there was perhaps no excuse necessary 
for one who had no claim to represent 
Scotland moving an Amendment. He 
might remind the House that an hon. 
Member from the north of England who 
spoke in a similar debate two years ago 
claimed to take part in the discussion, 
although an English Member, on the 
ground that if the principle of local 
option was applied to Scotland, it must 
inevitably be extended to England. He 
could not help thinking that it that view 
was well founded and shared to a con- 
siderable extent by hon. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House, it was reason- 
able that English Members should not be 
precluded from expressing their opinions. 
He might also remind the House that the 
Scottish representatives on the other side 
had hardly in the past practised the 
moderation in these matters which they 
expected from Members of the present 
Opposition who did not occupy Scottish 
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Hon. Members representing Scot- | 


land had been by no means backward— | 
he thought quite rightly—in expressing | 


their opinions on Licensing Bills which 
related exclusively to England. In the 


division on the Sunday Closing (England) | 
Bill of 1897, two voted against and _ 


thirty-six for the measure. He did not 
think he need pursue that argument. 


The seconder of this Bill had pointed out | 
that Scotland in its temperance legislation | 


was already far ahead of England. 


He | 


agreed that there were many statutes on 


the book relating to Scotland which went 
further than English licensing legislation. 
There was provision for Sunday closing, 
for ten o’clock closing, and for holiday 
closing ; but he drew a rather different 
inference from the fact that Scotland 
possessed these exceptional conditions. 
He did not gather that it was suggested 
in any quarter of the House that Scot- 
land was to-day more sober than England. 
Unless that position was advanced, hon. 
Gentlemen were driven to one of two 
assumptions, namely, either the assump- 
tion that the Scottish people were 
inherently more addicted to drunkenness 
than the English—a proposition which 
he would like to hear hon. Members 


commending to their constituents—or, | 


the assumption of the entirely inconsistent 
view that this exceptional remedial 


legislation, not yet attempted in England, | 


had produced no satisfactory results in 
Scotland. The hon. Member for the 
Spen Valley Division, who had unrivalled 
claims to be heard from the temperance 
reform point of view, had indicated a 
clear and impressive opinion on this very 
point. Writing in the “National Re- 
view ” he said— 

“ Broadly speaking these improved conditions 


are in force in Scotland and intemperance and | 


all the evils of the drinking system abound 
there.” 


He did not think that was very en- 
couraging. When the House was asked 


to adopt special legislation on the lines 
of local veto, one was inclined to look 
to hon. Members for guidance as to the 
principle on which local veto depended, 
but one discovered that very little 
assistance was given by those who had 
spoken in this House or elsewhere. 
What was the principle or criterion by 
which to judge legislation on which local 


option was alleged to depend! Was it 
trust in the people? The House would 
see that the last thing which the: 
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advocates of this measure did was to 
trust the people. That was what they 
neither proposed nor tolerated. They 
would only trust the people within the 
limits of their own preconceived pre 
judizes. In other words, if the people in 
a particular district were desirous of 
additional facilities, it was not proposed 
by the Bill that they should get them. 
They would not hear of these facilities 
being given, although they were neces- 
sary and reasonable. Considerable refer- 
ence had been made to the fact that 
there were large areas in this country in 
which by prohibition imposed by landlords 
there had been practically a suppression 
of the trade in alcoholic drinks. He 
would like some evidence—and none up 
to the present had been forthcoming— 
that persons who were denied in these 
districts the opportunity of getting 
alcoholic refreshment wre in the condi- 
tion of idyllic enjoyment they were 
assumed to be in by those who had 
spoken of those districts. He entirely 
declined to believe that the people who 
lived in those districts were satisfied 
without alcoholic refreshment. any more 
than Members of this House would 
be satisfied if they could not obtain 
it. He would like to see any Gov- 
ernment, however great its majority, 
propose that in the smoking-room they 
should be denied constant opportunities 
of obtaining it. The most powerful 
Government of modern times could not 
last a week if that were proposed. 
As to the instance of the Toxteth 
Division of Liverpool which had been 
mentioned, he replied that no evidence 
could be more instantly disposed of by 
those acquainted with the facts. In the 
first place, nearly all the houses in the 
Toxteth division were rented at £30 a 
year, and therefore the people living there 
were almost all able to keep such reasonable 
refreshments as they required in their own 
cellars. He could show hon. Gentlemen 
a map indicating the licensed premises in 
Liverpool, and could demonstrate that 
some of the largest and most profitable 
premises in Liverpool were those in the 
district contiguous to Toxteth. They 
were doing a wholly fictitious trade by 
reason of the absence of licensed premises 
in the Toxteth Division. In other words 
the thirsty inhabitants of Toxteth were in- 
dulged at the expense of thei: neighbours 
while they continued to adorn the perora- 
tions of teetotal speeches. Was there 
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anybody in the whole House who believed 
in local option as a complete remedy ? 
He had been at some pains to ascertain, 
and he said unhesitatingly that there was 
no prominent temperance reformer in 
this country who believed that a remedy 
would be found in local option. The hon. 
Member for Partick in spite of his 
present attitude was a strong and 
logical opponent of the principle of local 
option. A representation was made to 
the Home Secretary on the subject of 
Sunday closing in England, and the 
question arose whether it could be effected 
by local option or by some centralised 
control. The hon. Member for Partick 
was one of the signatories of the memorial. 
The significant argument used by the 
hon. Gentleman was thus stated— 

“Local option would be unworkable and 
impracticable. It would multiply in hundreds 
of cases the border ditficulty. 
and increase the nuisance and evil of travelling 
for drink. This would mean an increase in 
public drunkenness.” 

Did the hon. Gentleman think that 
people who would travel for drink on 
Sunday would not travel on week-days ? 
The memorial continued— 

‘« Referring the matter to the localities would 
involve needless and unwelcome strife and ex- 
pense every few years in all parts of the 
country. 
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[t would create | 


Surely it was obvious that if local option | 


was undesirable in connection with Sun- 
day closing on account of the border 


| as immoral. 


ditticulty and travelling, it was equally so | 


in regard to prohibition. It was also 
worthy of the attention of the House 
that any measure which provided as 
one of its terms for the introduction of 
absolute prohibition was open to every 
objection which could be urged by the 
experience of the civilised world to 
prohibition pure and simple. He 
thought he could satisfy the House that 
that was a reasonable proposition. It 
did not matter to the individual who 
felt that he was denied the facilities to 
which he was entitled whether 
prohibition proceeded from a centralised 
authority in London or a local authority 
in the town in which he lived. In either 
case the drought was equally intolerable 
to the individual. 
experience of the whole civilised world 
so far as prohibition was concerned? It 
was well known that the attempt to 
establish prohibition in the United States 
had been an unqualified and disastrous 


What had been the | 


the | 
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failure. [An Hon. MemBer: No.] He 
was sure he could satisfy the hon. 
Gentleman that he had not used too 
strong language. An American committee 
consisting of fifty distinguished socio- 
logists in a Report on this subject said— 

“The efforts to enforce prohibition during 
forty years have had deleterious effects in 
public respect for courts, judicial procedure, 
oaths, and law in general, and for officers of 
the law, legislatures, and public servants.” 

The attitude in the United States of 
every prudent candidate was expressed 
in the words— 

“Tam in favour of Miine law, but against 
its enforcement.’ 

A book had been placed on the Table 
of the House within the last few days 
containing most exhaustive Consular 
reports as to the results of prohibition 
in the United States, and so striking was 
the conclusion at which they unanimously 
arrived that he made no apology to the 
House for quoting the following extract— 

“ At one time or another seventeen States 
have had stringent prohibition. It is now only 
retained by three (agricultural) and in these it 
cannot be looked upon as a success. Parts of 
prohibitory States have always been in open 
rebellion against the law ; drinking has never 
been impossible, the sale of liquor has always 
been protitable and seldom disreputable. Vio- 
lation of the law has been open and avowed. In 
urban districts it has not been possible to find 
any sound ethical basis for the law or to 
persuade the majority to regard its violation 
i Juries have violated their oaths ; 
judges have hesitated to impose statutory 
penalties, blackmail and corruption have been 
directly instigated and the law brought into 
contempt.” 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): Would the hon. Member 
read what the report says about local 
option in contradistinction to prohibition ? 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH thought he had 
made it clear to the House that the basis 
of his argument was that a local option Bill 
which provided for prohibition was open 
to the same objection as prohibition itself. 
He would deal with the observations on 
local option in a moment. But let him 
call as a witness an honourable Gentle- 
man opposite. The hon. Member for 
the Woodstock Division of Oxfordshire 
visited the United States last summer, 
and in an article in the Nineteenth 
Century he had given testimony which 
everyone would greatly value as to 
the experience of prohibition there 
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At the hotel where he resided no repre- 
sentation whatever could procure him any 
drink (he noted in passing that his hon. 
friend had evidently exhausted the arts 
of entreaty), and after dinner, being 
desirous of some alcoholic refreshment, 
he left the hotel to see if he could 
discover it in the town. In walking 
through the town he passed a doorway 
which somehow suggested alcohol. 
ile would point out to the House that 
they could not legislate for exceptional 
cases, and therefore they could hardly 
assume that the average man enjoyed the 
highly developed sensibility of his hon. 
friend. His hon. friend said that he en- 
tered a bar and obtained drink—it was 
only a glass of beer—but half a dozen 
other persons were drinking ; and flasks of 
whiskey were freely sold to disreputable 
persons afterwards. He paused to lament 
the fall of his hon. friend. <A Liberal 
Member! A temperance reformer! A 
theological lecturer! ...... 

“¢ Who would not laugh if such a man there be 
Who would not weep if Atticus were he?” 
He continued that in an hour’s walk 
he saw four or five other drinking- 
places and met at least twenty-five 
drunken men and women. There 
must have been a hiatus in his hon. 
friend’s narrative, for he went on to 
state that he next visited the police 
station, That was a somewhat ambiguous 
phrase ; but let it pass. There he saw 
six “drunks ” who had just been brought 
in. He thought that the House would 
admit that so far as prohibition itself was 
concerned the 
disappeared, and that no reasonable tem- 
perance reformer would say that prohibi- 
tion had been anything but a disastrous 
failure when applied to States containing 
large urban populations. As to the 
machinery of the Bill, prohibition de- 
pended upon the parish election register : 
i.é., the county council or municipal 
electors. But that would exclude the 
household franchise electors, the oceu- 
pancy voters, the service voters, and the 
lodger voters. Now prohibition could 
be carried by three-fifths of the votes 
polled ; but the voters constituted only one- 
twelfth of the population ; and assuming 
that a third voted in a large population, 
three-fifths of a third of a twelfth, that 
was one-sixtieth of the population might 
carry prohibition, and one-seventy-second 
of the population might carry limitation 
of public-houses in the town or district. 

Mr. F. E. Smith. 
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whole of the case had | 
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He was reminded that in a Consular report 
for 1907 it was stated that in Waterville, 
New Hampshire, one elector turned up 
and unanimously carried the cause of 
prohibition! It was said that local 
option might succeed when prohibition 
failed. He thought that that was illogical. 
Let them take the case of New Zea- 
land. In 1881 Sir William Fox’s Act for 
local option was passed, and in 1893 the 
Alcoholic Liquors Sale Control Act was 
passed. There were elections in 1902 
and 1905, but no progress had been 
made. On the other hand, there was a 
very considerable retrogression. In 1905 
there were six districts in which there 
was no licence. The reductions had 
declined from nine to four, and there had 
been a very significent growth of prose- 
cutions for illicit drinking. In 1871 
these amounted to seventy-one, whereas 
in 1904 they had increased to 216. In 
regard to Canada the author of an article 
in the Daily News said that in Canada 
legislation has got ahead of public 
opinion on the temperance question. 
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“The law in most of the provinces is so 
stringent that it is genera'ly disregarded, not 
openly, but with a pretence of disguise.” 
And the highly respectable paper the 
Christian Guardian of Canada said— 

““Tt was easier to secure the Scott Act in 
the counties than to secure its enforcement and 
permanence.” 

Even the critics who held views 
strongly as the hon. Member for Spen 
Valley said that— 

‘*Experience of the United States and 
Canada, whose temperance opinion was more 
general and advanced than here, showed that 
in the country districts the power was widely 
used, and that in towns the power was com- 
| paratively little used, and where used was 

laxly and with difficulty enforced.” 

The most serious difficulty of all was 

in regard to clubs. He had carefully 

read Section 81 of the Scottish Licensing 

Act of 1903. He admitted that the 

regulations under that Act in regard to 

clubs were a little more close than those 
of England ; but that did not prevent 
those clubs being formed. And what 
was the result? Every single advance 
that was made in favour of temperence 
was lost by the growth of those clubs. 
|(Cries of “No, no.”| Hon Gentlemen 
| did not agree, but he did not think that 
| anybody in the House who had considered- 
'the matter would deny that in the 
|large towns in Scotland the number of 
‘clubs had very largely grown within the 
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last few years. [An Hon. MEMBER on 
the MINISTERIAL Benches: They: have 
been killed.] |The hon. Member did not 
agree, but he did not think that anyone 
in the House from Scotland who had 
considered the reports of chief con- 
stables would deny that clubs had very 
largely increased in numbers within 
the last few years. So far as England 
was concerned, in 1887 there were 
1,982 clubs, whereas in 1905 they had 
increased to 6,554, or an increase of 
over 4,000 during the same time that 
attempts were being made to get rid of 
licensed premises. It might ‘be asked 
whether the objections which they urged 
to this Bill were purely destructive, or, 
in other words, whether they had any 
suggestion to make for the purpose of 
dealing with drunkenness in Scotland. 
He would point out that one vital difficulty 
in dealing with the proposals in the 
present Lill was the complete insecurity 
that was given to the licensed 
victuallers in Scotland. It was of the 
first importance that these should be of 
good character and respectability ; and, 
if that were so, was it not clear that 
every single added element of precari- 
ousness in their position rendered it 
more difficult to obtain such a highly 
respectable class of men as licensees / 
He would take a concrete case. Let 
them suppose that in Glasgow by a 
three-fifths majority licences were refused 
to the present licensed _ victuallers 
and that after three years experience 
another poll was taken and _ that 
is was decided that the licences were 
to be restored. There was no_ provi- 
sion that the men who had lost their 
living by having their licences cancelled 
by the previous poll would receive new 
licences. Could there be any more 
retrogride step than that? He said 
without hesitation that the only way of 
dealing with such a case as that in 
Scotland was to introduce legislation 
analogous to the legislation in England 
in 1904. [Ironical cheers.| Ile knew 
that that proposal would be treated 

preposterous by certain hon. Members 
from Scotland. It was always difficult 
to discover where the Liberal Party 
stood on this question of compensa- 
tion; but Mr. Gladstone had said over 
and over again that if they interfered 
with them the licence holders ought to 
have compensation. It was curious to 
realise that the authority of Mr. Glad- 
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stone was now seldom quoted in this 
House except on the Opposition Benches 
and amid Ministerial dissent, but what 
did Mr. Gladstone say ?— 

“Tf Parliament should think it wise to 
introduce any radical change in the working 
of the liquor laws in such a way as to break 
down the fair expectations of persons which 
have grown up—whether rightly or wrongly, it 
is not their fault ; it is our fault—their fair 
claim to compensation ought to be considered 
by the liberality of Parliament.” 

He and those whom he represented con- 
fined themselves to the modest aspiration 
that those interested in licences should 
not be precluded from assisting each 
other by a statutory system of mutual 
insurance. In Scotland to-day he was 
strongly of opinion that in many places 
the number of licensed houses was far in 
excess of the wants of the population. 
For instance, in the county of Kinross 
there was a public-house for every 202 
of the population ; and in Auchtermuchty 
there was a public house for every sixty 
of the population. Of course that excess 
could have been, but had not been, 
dealt with under the existing powers 
by the licensing magistrates. But what 
was taking place in England? In 1905 
519 men were refused a renewal of 
their licences on the ground that they 
were not required. In 1906 1,575 were 
refused a renewal of their licences on the 
ground that they were not required ; and 
the reason given was that compensation 
would be given to them. Was not that 
a valuable step made in the progress of 
reform? But what was the progress 
made in Scotland? In the same year 
forty-six licences had been taken away. 
They would never get a Scottish bench 
to reduce the number of licences so long 
as these persons were exposed to the 
great injustice of losing their livelihood. 
When they were told that the introdue- 
tion of such legislation in Scotland would 
endow the brewers, he would point out 
that in England it was notorious that if 
twenty of the largest brewers in this 
country were taken it would be found 
that they had subscribed more to the 
compensation fund that had already been 
established than they had gained from it 
by the extinction of licences; that the 
Act had not only taken money from the 
brewers, but haa at the same time done 
an immense amount of good for temper- 
ance. He would recommend to hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite that they should extend 
to the judgment of their neighbour's 
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affairs the same standard of conduct that | 
they applied to their own. He had ex- | 
changed many cheerful glasses with hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side who were 
now wearing an unnaturally austere 
expression, and he would suggest to 
them that it was unwise for any great 
Party to yield to the temptation of trying 
to effect moral reforms at the pecuniary 
charges of other people. He appealed 
to the House to resist the temptation 
of laying up for themselves treasure in 
heaven by the inexpensive method of con- 
fiscating other people’s treasure on earth. 
In the belief that that, and that alone, 
would be the effect of this Bill, that it 
would not advance the cause of temper- 
ance reform, but would work great 
injustice and injure a large number of 
reputable and respectable citizens, he | 
begged to move. 





Viscount CASTLEREAGH (Maid- 
stone), in seconding the Amendment, said | 
that the mover and seconder of the 
Second Reading had not touched various 
important objections to the Bill. All 
Members had one object in front of them, 
and that was the promotion of temperance | 
in the country. But their ideas as to the 
promotion of temperance widely differed. 
Most Members on his side of the House 
would agree that certain methods, instead 
of bringing about a spirit of tempesrance 
all over the country, would have the dia- 
metrically opposite effect. He did not 
believe that anything in the nature of 
coercive legislation would promote temper- 
ance. Far more could be done by way 
of education, bringing up, and self-control. 
If he was convinced that local veto would 
secure temperance he would be the first 
tosupport it. Butit would have the effect 
of promoting secret drinking, a system 
which all deplored, and of disseminating 
traftic in that bad spirit which far more 
from its quality than the quantity was so 
detrimental to the mental and physical 
conditions of all classes of the community. 
He ventured to say that if local option 
was adopted the victim of this evil would 
be subjected to the temptation of secret 
drinking in so-called social clubs. The 
Royal Commission of 1899 fought strongly 
against local option, and there was no 
doubt the effect of prohibition would be to 
increase the number of so-called clubs, 
and also lead to the serious anomaly that 
a man desiring to quench his thirst would 
have to go into the next locality where 
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prohibition was not, and where the public 
houses would be doing what was called a 


roaring trade. Temperance must be 
set up by other means than strict 
regulations to restrict the sale of liquor. 
He would like to point out to those who 
were opposed to drinking on the ground 
that it was morally wrong that local 
option would not carry out their idea to 
any extent. Bills had been brought in by 
the Liberal Party in 1893 and 1895, and 
both those Bills died in their infancy. 
But they had one provision which was 
absent from this Bill. They gave three 
years breathing space before the Bill 
came into effect. It might be that the 
Government proposed to take up this 
measure, and it would be convenient to 
hear in the course of the debate whether 
that was their intention and whether 
they intended to deal with the question of 
local option in a Bill which enacted that 
three-fifths of those voting could close the 
licensed houses, and that limiting resolu- 
tions could be carried by a bare majority. 
In local elections at the present time, 
only 25 per cent. of the electors on the 
average voted, which meant that, while 
the Bill affected to give popular control, 
the very people who were most deeply 
concerned might have no voice in the 
adoption of local option at all What was 
the position of the working man who was 
entirely prohibited under this Bill from 
obtaining that sustenance from liquor 
which all were entitled to have? First, 
he would be able to obtain it on the 
order of his doctor, when he would only 
be allowed to have one drink. The other 
solutions were that he might be driven 
to belong to a club, or to content 
himself with water. This was a very 
arbitrary measure, and it was obvious 
that the danger of drinking to excess 
was far more imminent when a man was 
kept thirsty than when a man was 
able to quench his thirst without great 
difficulty. Under the Bill it would be 
possible for one area to be a prohibited 
area, while in the area next to it 
there was no prohibition at all. He 
did not think local option, had ever 
been an unqualified success. In New 
Zealand it had only caused the trade, 
previously carried on in the light of 
day, to be carried on in secret under 
the most disgusting and degrading 
conditions, and which naturally gave 
great trouble to the police, who had 
to resort to all sorts of espionage in order 
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to find out how and where it was 
conducted. Again, in the United States, 
of seventeen districts which had adopted 
local option only three had adhered to 
their decision. It was obvious that 
the working man, after he had failed 
to obtain trom his doctor the necessary 
assistance to enable him to quench 
his thirst, would have recourse to 
so-called clubs, and the result would 
he to exchange a properly controlled 
and licensed liquor trade for an 
uncontrolled, unlicensed secret liquor 
trattic; the spirit supplied would not 
he the good spirit that public houses now 
sold, but the spirit which would be 
detrimental both mentally and morally to 
those who consumed it. It was easy for one 
fanatical temperance reformer to pledge 
seventy Scottish members in a day. If 
those pledges were of the same nature as 
those by which the Government in other 
matters were supposed to be bound, too 
much importance need not be attached to 
them. He thought the legislation that 
had already been passed had carried out 
the object which all had in view, namely, 
the promotion of temperance all over the 
country. The last measure passed in 
1904 allowed what this Bill did not, a 
system of compensation, It was now 
said that licensed victuallers had no 
reason to expect compensation, because 
they carried on their business under an 
annual licence which need not be re- 
newed. But when their business had 
heen taxed as it had been, and had been 
considered permanent property, and sup- 
ported in that way by the Government, 
it could not be contended that compensa- 
tion should not be given. In regard 
to Wales it could not be claimed that 
the Sunday Closing Act of 1881 had 
resulted in anything but a large increase 
in the number of drinking clubs. But, 
above all, the Bill was class legisla- 
tion, and for that reason, if for no other, 
he would ask hon. Members to support 
the Amendment which he begged to 
second. 


Amendment proposed— 


To leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words, 
‘this House declines to proceed further 
With a measure which will cause dislocation 
and insecurity amongst those engaged in the 
licensed victualling trade without any com- 
pensating advantage to the public, which 
leaves the right of supplying alcoholie liquor 
in clubs and dispensaries unrestricted, and 
which will deprive brewers, licensees, and the 
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investing public of their property without 
compensation.’ ”—(Mr. F. E. Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) 
asked the House to note that no Scottish 
Member had ventured to move or second 
an Amendment to the Motion for the 
Second Reading. The English Members 
who had undertaken the duty had ex- 
posed their limited knowledge of Scottish 
conditions. Parish council electors were 
a sixth, not a twelfth, of the population ; - 
and although it might be the case in 
England that as low a_ proportion of 
voters as 25 per cent. took part in local 
elections, the people of Scotland had a 
higher opinion of their rights and duties 
as citizens, and 75 per cent. was the more 
probable proportion of the electors who 
went to the poll. The allusion of the 
noble Viscount to the United States 
really referred to the policy of prohibition, 
which was a very different thing from 
local option. This was not a prohibition 
bill. With regard to local option, which 
was the policy of this Bill, it was reported 
by a member of our own Embassy that 
the systems of local option had had the 
greatest success in the States, and had, in 
fact, secured prohibition over the widest 
possible area with the least possible 
friction. These were Scottish principles 
and they wished to see them embodied 
in the law of Scotland. The noble 
Viscount had talked of compensation, but 
the Amendment spoke of confiscation of 
the property of the licence holders. He 
challenged the contention altoyether that 
these people had any property. It was 
not their property ; all they had was the 
advantage of a privilege which had been 
granted to them. Whatever England 
might have done, Scotland in this matter, 
as in many others, was on an entirely 
different footing. The Scottish people 
did not recognise that the licence-holders 
had any further property in the licence 
yearly value of the pri- 
vilege granted to them by the community. 
At the present time no one suggested 
that licence holders should be given 
compensation, but nobody would object 
if the trade wished that they should have 
an insurance fund upon a voluntary basis. 
In fact, at the present time there were com- 
panies who would, he had been informed, 
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take that risk, and no doubt, in anticipation 
of the passing of this Bill, the licence- 
holders had already effected insurances. 
So far as the question of restriction was 
concerned, Scotland’s experience of 
previous measures of restriction was that 
they had been a great success. No one 
wished to revert to Sunday trading or to 
closing later than ten o'clock on week- 
days. Everybody admitted that Sunday 
closing had been a success, and if a house 
could be closed one day in seven, why 
could it not be closed on the other six ! 
The closing at ten o'clock on week-days 
had also been a great success. The 
-streets were quieter late at night and 
people went to bed earlier, and no one 


save the trade and its friends found 
any objection to that. The club 


difficulty had not been experienced since 
Lord Balfour’s Licensing Act of 1903. 
Nothing had been said since the Act 
was passed and powers were given to the 
magistrates to close such places. Before 
then undoubtedly the police had great 
difficulty with those clubs, but the pro- 
visions of that Act were such that 
the club difficulty had been got over. 
They could have this further reform 
without difficulty with regard to clubs. 
Hon. Members talked about the hap- 


hazard nature of the system to be 
introduced by the Bill, but he sug- 
gested that the present system was 


infinitely more haphazard, for no one 
under it got any guidance from the law, 
and in different parts of the country the 
greatest differences prevailed in the policy 
that was pursued. Unfortunately they 
had no really democratic Bench, and the 
promoters of the Bill were asking that 
the people by popular election should be 
allowed to say how they wished the 
matter to be carried through. Hon. 
Members had pleaded very strongly on 
behalf of the working classes. They, 
after all, were the great sufferers, and they 
wished this Bill to pass. ‘The rich people 
never allowed a_ public-house to be set 
down opposite their doors, but the poor 
man had to put up with that nuisance, 
and he had known many men who, finding 
a public-house sect up at the foot of their 
stair, had had to consider the alternative 
of sacrificing either their property or 
their children. This Bill was not, he 
admitted, a complete remedy. No Bill 
ever was a complete remedy for the 
question it was meant to solve, and if 
other remedies could be suggested they 


Mr. Gulland. 


{COMMONS} 








Option) (Scotland) Bill. 408 


would be glad to consider them. But 
here they had a concrete Bill demanded 
hy the people of Scotland. It would not 
completely stop drunkenness, but it 
would do something to remove that curse 
which, he regretted to say, was the 
national curse of Scotland. All the 
people of Scotland asked was to have the 
power in their localities to work out their 
own salvation, 


*Mr. C. B. HARMSWORTH (Wor. 
cestershire, Droitwich), said that as the 
Motion which stood in his name on 
the Papert might not be reached, 
he would now make a few remarks, 
although he had no desire to stand 
between hon. Members for Scotland and 
their wish to get the Bill passed. He 
would rejoice to see it go to a Grand 
Committee. He would make no apology 
for intruding into the discussion, because, 
although the Bill related chiefly to 
Scotland, he held that English Members 
ought not to be debarred from partici- 
pating in the debate. He dia not intend 
to traverse the main provisions of the 
sill, nor did he propose to express any 
opinion as to the merits or demerits of 
the Bill. He was quite content that 
Scotland should have her desires. But 
he desired to bring before the House 
what he considered to be a fatal defect in 
the measure. It made absolutely no 
provision, so far as he could see, for any 


: kind of compensation to be paid to 


licensees deprived of their licences ; that 
was a fatal defect in the Bill. He was 
not in the slightest degree interested 
on behalf of the trade; in fact, 
as a Liberal candidate, he knew 
how active their opposition could he. 
He spoke simply as an ardent temperance 
reformer. He had always regretted that, 
except in the case of Scotland and_per- 
haps of Wales, no substantial measure of 
temperance reform had been carried in 
his lifetime, and he attributed much of 
the difticulty encountered in the temper- 
ance movement to the want of recogni- 
tion of some equitable principle of com- 
pensation. If this Bill was passed into 





ft On Second Reading of Liquor Traffic 
(Local Option) (Scotland) Bill, to move, “ That 
no Bill for gfving the ratepayers control of the 
liquor traftic in their respective areas can be 
accepted as satisfactory to this House unless 
provisions be contained therein for giving, as 
an act of grace, an adequate time notice of 
equitable ccmpensation to those persons who 
may be deprived of their licences by the exer- 
cise of the power which it confers.” 
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law, he did not believe that a single 
licensing authority would put its pro- 
visions into force. Conditions might 
be different in Scotland ; but, after all, in 
all these matters equity must be observed, 
and he believed that hon. Members for 
Scotland would greatly expedite the 
passing of the Bill, and would commend 
it to public opinion, if they would agree 
to insert in Committee some such pro- 
vision as he was suggesting. Licensees 
had no legal right whatever to com- 
pensation ; there was nothing to prevent 
the authority from reducing the value of 
licences held by issuing ten times as many 
more, and indeed, that had been suggested 
hy wayward and erratic reformers as a 
method for bringing the question to an 
issue. The State might at a moment's 
notice resume the right granted, but the 
inevitable result would be much suffer- 
ing among a respectable body of traders 
as much entitled to consideration as any 
other class in the community, and he 
supported the principle of his proposal 
as an act of grace and expediency. 
It was sometimes said that under the 
Act of 1904 the licensing trade were 
paying their own compensation. That 
was true to some extent, but it was not 
altogether true, and in his opinion it 
ought to be understood that where any 
compensation was made, it was made not 
so much at the expense of the trade 
as at the expense of the State, which 
for purposes of expediency had postponed 
its right to resume the monopoly value 
of its own licences. If any _provi- 
sion of the kind were made, regard 
should be had for the actual licensee, and 
brewers should not get the larger share. 
The Report of the Peel Commission in 
1399 contained a suggestion of a time 
limit of seven years in England and five 
years in Scotland, and if that reeommenda- 
tion in the Minority Report had been in 
the following year expressed in a Parlia- 
mentary enactment, the people of Scotland 
hy this time would have had the control 
of the liquor trattic, and the people of 
Kngland would have been well on the way 
to that consummation. Scotland ‘was 
fortunate in being free from the applica- 
tion of the Act of 1904; the value of 
licences had not so much increased, and the 
adoption of an equitable principle of com- 
pensation would be the Jess difficult. As 
a temperance reformer he took his stand 


on the Report of the Peel Commission, 


believing that upon that ground a great 
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| temperance reform could be constructed 
with recognition of the principle of 
compensation. He would like to point 
out that, although the principle of com- 
pensation was not fully acknowledged in 
Scotland, it had been recognised by some 
of our greatest temperance reformers, and 
it was undoubtedly recognised in the 
Peel Report. There was one other point 
he would like to put to the House. In 
the course of the next year or two 
/they were to have a comprehensive 
measure of licensing reform for England, 
and he took it as an axiom that in that 
|measure some provision would be in- 
cluded in regard to compensation. Was 
it possible to conceive that they might 
have in England compensation for licences 
and a measure running coincidently in 
Scotland which made '!no such provision 
He commended that point to the 
Government. He did not stand there 
as an advocate of the trade in any 
respect ; he had suffered too many blows 
and shocks from the trade in the course of 
| his career as a Parliamentary candidate, 
but still he maintained that every class 
was entitled to equitable consideration 
lin that House. He said, moreover, that 
if they were to move forward they would 
have to recognise the principle of com- 
pensation. If only it had been recognised 
a few years ago, both England and 
Scotland would now, as he had _ said, 
|either have control of the liquor traffic, 
or be a long way on towards that great 
and desired consummation. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) 
said that some points had been raised by 
previous speakers on which he desired 
to touch, but before doing so he 
would refer to another point which ap- 
peared in the literature which had been 
‘circulated among Members. It had been 
| said, for instance, thet this question was 
not before the country, and that no hope 
had been held out for the passage of such 
a Bill into law. On the eve of the last 
general election the licensed trade issued 
a manifesto which he had thought might 
be useful on some future occasion. He 
had a quotation from it which he would 
read ; appealing to licensed traders it 
ran— 


‘*No general election has ever meant so 
much to you as this. If you do not exert 
yourselves now you will have to face (1) Local 
Veto; (2) Time limit ; (3) The revival of so- 
called magisterial discretion; (4) Repeal, 
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reversal, or amendment of the Licensing Act 


” 


of 1904; (5) Sunday closing. 
It went on in that strain and wound up 
with a flight of rhetorice— 

“ Self-preservation is the first law of nature. 
No local veto, no confiscation, no increased 
taxes on licences, no time limit, no Sunday 
closing.” 

And then with ringing eloquence— 

“Still the same ery—‘ Freedom with sobriety, 
England free, and England sober.” 

This matter was before the country at 
tie general election and was debated in 
1905. The Scottish Local Veto Bill of 
that year was a more drastic measure, 
proposing a majority vote and not a 
three-fifths vote. 
no less than twenty members of the pre- 
sent Administration voted for that Bill, 
including the Prime Minister, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, the Secretary of 
State for Home Affairs, and he thought 
most of the prominent members of the 
present Ministry. Coming to some of the 
arguments advanced by the other side, it 
had been complained that a three-fifths 
majority would be unjust. He thought 
himself that three-fifths was too high 
a requirement. The usual requirement 
in local option Bills in the Colonies and 
elsewhere was a majority of voters. 

MEMBER: all the 


An HON. Of 


electors 7 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS: No; of 
those voting. Insome cases it was provided 
that 30 per cent. of the electors should 
vote. There would be no objection to 
that, though, of course, it was a detail 
which it was not his province to discuss 
just now, but he entered his caveat 
against the introduction of the three-fifths 
majority. At the present moment the 
Province of Ontario, in Canada, was 
rising with some indignation against the 
practical working of the three-fifths 
majority. If it were required in ordi- 
nary elections, the complexion of the 
House of Commons would be completely 
changed. The Member for the Walton 
Division of Liverpool, the Member for 
the Droitwich Division, and he himself 
would not be in the House; in fact, he 
did not know what ravages would be the 
consequence of such a change in the law. 
With reference to clubs, surely the 
Scottish provision was totally different. 
In Scotland they had the annual regis- 
tration of clubs, and no club could be 


Mr. Charles Roberts, 
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started in Scotland without the assent 


_of two members of the licensing body. 


The police, the town council or the parish 


council could object to clubs on specified 


grounds, and they could be struck off the 
register. That seemed to be adequate, 
and he did not believe that Scotland 
would find real difficulty with clubs, any 
more than the no-licence districts of 
Canada or the no-licence districts of the 
United States. The question of compen- 
sation was also, no doubt, a committee 
point. It was a question which doubtless 
would affect the minds of hon. Members 
on the Second Reading, and for that 
reason he thought it wise to say a few 
words upon it. An English Member 
could perhaps deal with it better than a 
Scottish Member, because the English 
Member knew the distinction which ex- 
isted and had to be drawn between English 
law and Scottish law. Hon. Members 
opposite, including the hon. Member for 
the Walton Division of Liverpool, had 
spoken as if no reduction of livences was 
going on in Scotland at the present time. 
But the reduction of licences in Scotland 
had been most remarkable. The Report 
of the Licensing Commission showed that 
in 1829 there were 18,000 licences in 
Scotland. To-day there were 6,991. 
They had got rid of 11,000 licences in 
Scotland without compensation since 
1829. Some 4,000 of these, no doubt, 
had been turned into off-licences in 1882. 
They surrendered their rights of on-sale, 
but neither asked nor got compensation. 
The reduction was still going on at the 
present time. If they took the years 
from 1900, the figures showed that the 
reduction was steady and constant each 
year both of on-licences and of grocers’ 
licences. Since that time, in Scotland, 
they had seen a reduction of 3*2 per 
cent. of on-licenges and 3°6 of off-licences. 
The reduction without compensation in 
Scotland was just as great as the reduc- 
tion with compensation in England. 
English Members, therefore, must not 
insist upon a system of compensation in 
Scotland, where the conditions were 
totally different from what they were in 
England. In Scotland there was never a 
decision like that in Sharpe 7. Wakefield, 
because the law was so clear that it was 
not necessary to have such a decision. 
The English theory of the licence was 
fatally obscured by the experiment of 
the free sale of beer between 1830 and 
1870. Scotland was free from that. 
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Magisterial discretion had always been 
free in Scotland. The hon. Member for 
the Walton Division of Liverpool had 
said that his remedy for the evils in 
Scotland was to apply to Scotland the 
English Act of 1904. Might he remind 
the hon. Member of the opinion of a 
Member of his own Party—Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh, a man whose knowledge of 
Scotland and whose fairness and modera- 
tion would be recognised? Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh, speaking on the English 
Licensing Act of 1904, declared that it 
would be a gross injustice to Scotland to 
extend to that country the provisions of 
the English Act. He explained that all 
Scottish licences were subject to the full 
discretion of the licensing authority ; 
that the tied house system did not much 
exist, being checked by the Scottish 
magistrates, while English magistrates 
had no power to check it except in the 
case of new licences; that the practice 
of the Inland Revenue department was 
different ; that it often did not charge 
duty on the licence at all, and migit only 
get two and a half years purchase of the 
profits as against our rule of ten or 
twelve. He did not pretend to know 
what Lord Balfour’s view of this Bill 
might be, but he was entitled to quote 
the distinction drawn by him between 
Scotland and England, and to urge 
that in Scotland they had a country 
far more like Canada, or the United 
States, or some eighteen of our 
Colonies where not one penny of 
compensation had ever been paid. 
The value of licences in Scotland was 
much smaller than that of licences in 
England. In the literature which had 
heen circulated it was said that Victoria 
had compensation. Why? Because be- 
fore local option was set up the licences 
had secured in an Act of 1885 a statutory 
right to renewal in set terms. That was 
exactly what had never been given in 
Scotland, and Scotland must therefore 
not be counted with Victoria, but with 
the countries which set their face against 
compensation. He wished to refer to 
the American experience. He was in 
the State of Maine last autumn, and 
his own impression was totally different 
from that of the hon. Member who 
had referred to the subject. Surely 
hon. Members would recognise that 
the conditions of Maine and of the 
local option States were totally different 
from the conditions here. In Maine 
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they had a territory as large as Scotland, 
and over that the Legislature by one cast- 
iron statute, passed sixty years ago, 
prohibited for all time wholesale and 
retail sale, though not the importation 
(they had not the power to do that). 
Surely there was an immense difference 
between that local option and that which 
was proposed in this Bill, under which 
local areas would secure the privilege of 
no-licence with the support of public 
opinion behind them, and under which 
there would be periodical opportunities 
for reconsideration. If they really wished 
to see how things worked in America, 
he would refer to the State of Massa- 
chusetts, because, of all the thirty local 
option American States, it was the most 
urban and the most industrial. The 
density of its population was equal to 
that of the United Kingdom. When 
people said that the proposal would not 
work in the towns, he would not argue 
with such prophets—he would confi- 
dently disbelieve them. In England, 
we had an elaborate system of by-elec- 
tion significance ; but the prophets were 
often much mistaken in the results. 
There had, however, been almost no 
experience of local option polls, but 
everyone was confident that local option 


‘would never be carried. Such dogmatism 


was, he thought, misplaced. In those 
parts of the United States which he 
visited he took the opinion of officials 
and police, and of the man in the street, 
and it was just in those very districts 
where local option had proved a success 
that people had expressed a doubt as 
to whether it could be carried or 
worked. As to the actual working of 
the system under urban and industrial 
conditions, he had only to say that it 
was in the towns, and not in the country 
districts, that during twenty-five years 
working of the local option law of 
Massachusetts most progress had been 
made. Taking a ten-mile radius round 
Boston, there was a population of 
1,200,000 persons. Of these, 650,000 
lived in areas under licence conditions, 
and 550,000 lived under no-licence condi- 
tions. There was no getting away 
from the fact that the people who lived 
in the no-licence areas supported and 
voted annually for the no-licence system. 
The central point of the experiment 
was perhaps the town of Cambridge, 
with a population of 100,000, with 


13,000 weekly wage-earners, which had 
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been for twenty years a_ no-licence 
area. During the last four years it 
carried no-licence by an _ average 


majority of 3,801 on an 89 per cent. 
poll. It had fewer prosecutions for 
illegal sale than the licenced city of 
Boston adjoining, and it had no difficulty 
with its clubs. As for the compensating 
public advantages, he had a mass of facts 
which justified him in stating that com- 
paring licence with no-licence districts, 
and the same districts under licence and 
no-licence, there was a diminution shown 
of 66 per cent. in intemperance. The 
death-rate and the infantile death-rate 
had fallen markedly in the no-licence 
areas, while the increase in wealth had 
been marked. He asked the House, in 
conclusion, not to refuse to communities, 
who were grappling and struggling with 
a great source of evil and degradation, 
the chance of trying this no-licence 
system, of which there had been favour- 
able experience in so many countries. 
He asked for a partition of territory 
between licence and no-licence areas, for 
some cities of refuge, for some place at 
all events, where a man with a drunken 
wife, or a wife with a drunken husband, 
could get away from this fatal temptation 
which came from thrusting the supply of 
alcoholic liquors on every hand upon the 
people. The House might think some 
of them over-earnest in pressing for the 
passing of this measure. But its advo 
cates had followed out in imagination 
how much it meant in terms of human 
happiness for many households, and they 
asked that the measure should be passed 
because they believed that it would give 
assurance of deliverance in many districts, 
and the hope or, at worst, chance of de- 
liverance in all. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he offered no apology for 
taking part in the debate, because, what- 
ever he might be, he certainly was not 
an Englishman. His name had been on 
the back of a Local Veto Bill a 
long time before many who had 
spoken that day were in that House— 
a circumstance much to his disadvantage. 
In discussing this Bill they were dis- 
cussing the main principles which should 
govern licensing reform. ‘They had not 
made much progress along the lines of the 
principle embodied in the Bill, but he had 


Mr. Charles Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 








Option) (Scotland) Bill. 416 
an essential part of licensing reform. 
The licensing reform of four years ago 
had helped them with regard to clubs, 
and, above all, it had helped them to 
improve and make the licensing authori- 
ties more responsible in the country. 
In towns they had a pretty democratic 
licensing body, indirectly elected and 
representative of the people. In the 
counties the licensing had been conducted 
by a heterogeneous mob of justices, but 
that had beenconsiderably improved under 
the last licensing reform in Scotland. He 
would suggest that they could not treat 
Scotland like New Zealand, whether 
in church matters, educational matters, 
licensing matters, or anything else. He 
did not think that public opinion in Scot- 
land would admit the prohibition or re- 
duction of licences without the question 
of a time limit, at any rate, being taken 
into consideration. If they did not give 
a time limit, then they must pay some 
money compensation for taking away the 
licence immediately. Personally he had 
never been much of an advocate of com- 
pulsory compensation. He believed that 
they must give a time limit ; it need not 
be as long as in England, because licences 
were sold in Scotland at something like 
four or five years purchase. Without the 
time limit, they would remove from the 
support of licensing reform a large mass 
of public opinion, and the most respon- 
sible kind of influences which they could 
find in the country. Therefore, he 
thought that the point raised by his 
hon. friend behind him was an essential 
element of licensing reform. The matter 
ought to be dealt with at this stage of 
the Bill because whatever might be their 
conviction as to the veto itself, 
temperance reformers they must co- 
operate and go hand in hand _ if 
they were to overcome the dead 
weight of influences against them. 
His other point was to give the licensing 
authority freedom in regard to the 
particular manner in which they desired 
the local veto to be exercised. ‘They 
desired to give the licensing authorities 
more freedom in dealing with the liquor 
traffic, and it was impossible to give them 


as 


'freedom with one hand if they held the 


veto in the other. He did not think 
they could make the veto effective unless 


they eliminated the element of Party 
| politics. 
not withdrawn his support from it in the | 
least degree, because he regarded it as | 


Under a Local Veto Bill they 
would stir up the liquor trade, and it 
would be most effective in all the 
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referenda which were made to secure the 
popular voice. They must be careful 
how they put themselves in opposition 
to the liquor trade. In every election the 
trade was a most formidable force, and it 
would enter into every field where it 
found its predominance threatened by a 
Local Veto Bill. The conflict would be 
carried on in a most embittered manner 
unless they could first of all eliminate 
private profits ; until they had done that 
they could not successfully apply the 
veto. He felt sure that a vacillating 
policy would be a bad policy. It had 
heen suggested that Greenock would be 
a good place for prohibition; but the 
facilities for drinking there were very 
great, and that was why he should fear 
a vacillating policy. The only security 
that they had under the present system 
of conducting the liquor traffic for private 
profit lay in a very strong licensing 
authority, and veto without other pro- 
visions would not strengthen, but 
rather weaken, that authority. At the 
present time they were not being so 
much pressed to reduce licences as to 
vrant them. Until they could secure 
disinterested management, he was of 
opinion that they could not do better 
than keep the licensing authorities as 
strong and independent as possible, and 
he was not at all sure that on the whole 
the influence of public veto would be an 
advantage. The disadvantages they had 
to deal with were the influences of the 
liquor interest brought to bear on local 
politics, and the only way in which that 
influence could be met was by disinterested 
inanagement. Disinterested management 
did not enter anything on its books for 
goodwill ; it was able to give up a licence 
whenever a local authority wished it ; it 
desired to co-operate with the licensing 
authority and with the police ; it gave no 
encouragement to the people to drink ; 
the profits it made were devoted to 
counter attractions other than the public- 
house, in some other portion of the area. 
He did not think it was fair to judge of 
disinterested management by what had 
been done in this country. It was only 
when they had a monopoly cver a large 
area that they could fairly test the 
system—they could then close the houses 
or conduct them under any regulation 
they liked. He was not sure that he was 
in favour of the municipalisation of the 
liquor trafic. He had no_ prejudice 
against municipal trading. But the 
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liquor trade was about the last form of 
municipal trading he would desire to 
see. ‘lhe Scandinavian system he took 
to be a success, but the Russian system 
was probably a failure. It was upon 
those lines they must advance if they 
wished to cope with the liquor evil. He 
was as sensible of the horrors of the 
liquor traffic as any prohibitionist, and if 
it was in his power to say that there 
should be prohibition of the existing 
system in this country, and if he thought 
regulations could be made stiff enough 
to carry out the law, he would be in 
favour of prohibition, because he believed 
that they would be better off without any 
alcohol at all if the trattic could be 
abolished. He did not, however, think 
it was practicable in this country, except 
in some very limited areas. He was 
heartily with those who sought to miti- 
gate the terrible curse of drink, which 
was certainly as great in his own country 
as in any country in the world ; but he 
was strongly of opinion that local veto 
by itself would be a barren proposal 
unless accompanied by a scheme of 
licensing reform. This was an opportune 
moment for insisting upon alternative 
methods being considered. Fgures in 
reference to the votes of Scottish Mem- 
bers had been given upon this subject. 
Personally, he had always supported 
local veto, but in giving their support to 
the principle many of them had always 
insisted that they regarded it as an 
essentiul part of any reform that other 
principles should be incorporated with it. 


Mr. A. C. CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) said the hon. Member who 
moved the rejection of the Bill had said 
there was no evidence that those who 
lived in prohibition areas were in favour 
of the system. He had some experience 
of his own prohibition area. He had 
never heard of any resolution being 
passed against the system, even by the 
smallest minority, and there had never 
been any representations made to his 
agents against the system. The area 
contained a large population of working 
people, and there was plenty of evidence 
that they were not dissatisfied with the 
principle of prohibition. His hon. friend, 
who had some connection with a much 
larger area than his in the neighbour- 
hood of Liverpool, had said that his 
experience was identical with his own. 
He could not conceive of any evidence 
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more complete that the people were not 
dissatisfied with prohibition where it was 
carried out. In the neighbourhood to 
which he had referred the local authority 
had year by year passed a resolution asking 
the magistrates not to grant any new 
licences. In 1905 a statement was 
issued, signed by the President of the 
Local Government Board and other 
Members of the Government, to the 
effect that disinterested management 
established by Government had every- 
where failed, whether in Russia, 
Norway, Sweden, or South Carolina. 
That statement was nowhere seriously 
challenged, but a good deal of light had 
been thrown upon it by recent ex- 
perience, which showed that South 
Carolina had for fourteen years definitely 
abandoned the system ; that Sweden had 
declared against the sale of brandy, 
and that Russia had about as bad a system 
as any country could possibly have. 
Before 1894 anyone in that country could 
start a distillery or sell spirits in any 
shop, and since the introduction of the 
new system the consumption of spirits 
had increased, more especially in those 
provinces where the monopoly had been 
the longest in force. The case of Norway 
had been quoted as an example of the 
success of the system, but the convictions 
for drunkenness showed a state of things 
far worse than we experienced in our 
own country, whilst a still wider test was 
to be found in the consumption of spirits. 
His objection to disinterested manage- 
ment was not based upon any abstract 
principle. It was his business to see that 
as few people were made drunk as his 
influence permitted. The point, however, 
was more for consideration in Committee 
than on a Second Reading, as also was 
the proposal for a time limit. Every 
Member of the House who believed that 
local option would bring about good 
results, and was likely to make people 
more sober, was bound to vote for the 
Second Reading, and reserve to them- 
selves the right to discuss points in 
Committee. He ventured to think 
that there was a vast amount of unanimity 
amongst the Scottish people upon this 
subject. The Corporation of Glasgow 
had passed a resolution in its favour, 
the city parochial authorities had passed 
a similar resolution, and so had the 
Govan Parochial Board. So far from it 
being the case that a measure of this sort 
would not apply favourably to large 
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favourable opportunity was to be found 
in the suburbs of our large cities. 
men ought to be able to 
choose some part of a town to live 


'in where their children would be free 
‘from the temptation of the public-houses, 


The working classes had a right to have 


| neighbourhoods of their own which would 
/be immune irom the drink temptation 
| which was so injurious to themselves and 


to their children. 


*Mr. BARNARD (Kidderminster) took 
objection to the statement that a good 
many points in the Bill could be better 
discussed in Committee than in the 
House. There had been many different 
Resolutions passed and private Bills 
framed dealing with the temperance 
question. He thought it was essential to 
have some far-reaching measure instead 
piecemeal proposals which 
enormously complicated the question 
with which they were dealing. The 
Scottish Bill of 1903 _ increased 
democratic influence in connection with 
the licensing authority. In some parts 
it gave half of the licensing author- 
ity to the county councils or local 
authorities. That was a long. step 
forward. The proposal in the Bill now 
hefore the House practically amounted to 
this. The population of any tiny village 
would be able to decide in its own area 
this vital and enormously important 
matter. While he was in favour of local 
control he did not think it desirable 
that little communities should be given 
powers of the far-reaching character 
proposed by this Bill. Legislation deal- 
ing with the liquor traffic should not be 
passed hastily. He reminded the House 
that last year the Act dealing with 
Sunday closing in Ireland was com- 
mended to the House because a com- 
promise had been arrived at between the 
town traders and the temperance party 
on the question of the distance to be 
travelled in order to come within the 
definition of bona fide traveller. He 
at that time to speak, not 
against the measure generally, but on 
that particular point. The application of 


the closure prevented him from stating 
'what he wanted to say, and he voted 
/against the Bill on the ground that it 


had not been sufficiently discussed. 
Immediately afterwards the newspaper 
for which the hon. Member for the 
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Appleby Division was responsible an- 
nounced with great prominence how he 
had voted, and stated that temperance 
men should lose no time in express- 
ing disapproval of his action. He 
hoped the promoters of this Bill 
would be tolerant of the views held by 
others who, while desiring the same end, 
did not regard the machinery now pro- 
posed as that which was most likely to 
achieve the wished-for result. He 
was not in Parliament through the 
support of the great trade organisa- 
tions of the country. He had promised 
nothing to any temperance society, and 
yet he had the National Trade Defence 
Association denouncing him and going in 
favour of his opponent. That gave him 
a title to speak with some degree of 
impartiality. The whole difficulty on 
this question arose in connection with 
compensation. The supporters of the 
Bill had not touched that matter, and 
it would be interesting to know what 
was the real meaning they attached 
to the term “time limit.” If they would 
state what it meant, he believed that 
would go a long way towards solving the 
question. Both the majority and the 
minority Reports of the Royal Com- 
mission presided over by Lord Peel | 
agreed in stating that something should 
be done for persons whose interests were 
affected by the reduction of licences. 
The whole crux of the matter was a fair 
consideration of the interests of the 
people involved, and if only they could be 
dealt with in a more or less generous 
spirit he believed they would rapidly get 
reform which everyone desired to see, 
whereas disregard of the personal in- 
terests would inevitably delay the 
solution. 


*Mr. SHERWELL (Huddersfield) said 
that one’s view of legislation was neces- 
sarily determined by the object which 
was in view. Many persons were 
accustomed to regard the problem of | 
intemperance as one of drunkenness. In 
his view that estimate was neither ade- 
quate nor satisfactory. If the problem 
before politicians and reformers was 
merely the reduction or suppression of 
flagrant drunkenness, the problem to be 
solved would lie in very much smaller 
compass, for after all the number of 
habitual drunkards was comparatively 
small and they formed but an insignificant 
proportion of the total population. His | 
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own point of view was probably not the 
point of view of the ordinary temperance 
reformer, or of the ordinary advocate of 
licensing reform. He approached the 
question from a strictly economic point 
of view, being chiefly impressed by the 
economic waste and danger represented 
by the average expenditure of the 
people on alcoholic drinks. When it 
was realised that the average expendi- 
ture of the working classes of the country 
as a whole was not less than 6s. per 
week per family, the House would see 
how serious was the strictly economic 
aspect of the question. The high and 
unnecessary expenditure upon alcohol 
was the real measure of the gravity of 
the problem. With the principle under- 
lying the Bill he was in _ hearty 
agreement; its provisions were, in 
his opinion, unnecessarily limited, but 
they vepresented an extension of the 
democratic principle of local self-govern- 
ment, and on that ground alone 
they were entitled to favourable con- 
sideration. He believed that there was 
no sound reason in logic for withholding 
the principle of local control from the 
conduct of the liquor trade, and certainly 
the admission of the principle in other 
forms of political and administrative 
procedure constituted precedents which 
they were logically bound to follow. The 
real defect of the Bill, in his opinion, 
was that it unduly restricted the proposed 
extension of the democratic principle. He 
believed that the admission of the 
principle of local self-government carried 
with it the necessity of other powers and 
options than those included in the pro- 
visions of the Bill. The principle of the 
3ill was embodied in two main provisions, 
the first of which was concerned with the 
reduction of licences in accordance with 
local opinion. Personally he was not so 
much enamoured of the reduction of 
licences as a remedy as were others whose 
judgment was entitled to full respect. 
He recognised the desirability that there 
should be few licences rather than many, 
both for the lessening of temptation and 
for the purposes of more effective police 
supervision. Nevertheless, he believed 
that its value as an instrument of reform 
had been much exaggerated. It was to 
be remembered that the diminution in the 
amount of alcohol sold and consumed was 
never in proportion to the reduction of 
licences effected. A large part of the 
trade formerly done in the suppressed 
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houses was always diverted to the remain- | 
however, Mr. Gladstone recast and in- 


ing houses, which consequently had to be 
enlarged to admit of the greater volume 
of trade. That had been the experience 
of Birmingham and elsewhere, where 
extension of premises had __ neces- 
sarily followed suppression of superfluous 
licences. Within the last half-century 
there had been a considerable reduction 
in the number of public-houses in Scotland, 
but there had been no corresponding 
diminution in the amount of alcohol 
consumed. Despite the difference in the 
number of licences, the amount of spirits 
consumed per head of the population in 
Scotland had remained practically station- 
ary, and was only fractionally less at the 
present time than it was half a century 
ago. While admitting the advantages 
of legislation for the compulsory reduction 
of licences where there was an excessive 
supply, he did not regard such legislation 
as properly the first step to be taken. In 
considering the present excess in the 
number of licensed premises and the steps 
to be taken to etiect a reduct on, they 
must have regard to the causes which 
had produced the excess. In his judg- 
ment the trve remedy lay not so much 
in legislation or in administration as in 
the just application of economic forces. 
The excess in the number of licensed 
premises had arisen from the fact of 
wholly inadequate taxation. Originally 
our licensing system was a free trade 
system, and licences were issued on a 
free trade basis. Gradually, however, 
the evil consequences of unrestricted 
trathic in liquer began to be realised, and 
Parliament had busied itself throughout 
the centuries in imposing restrictions, 
the effect of which had ultimately been 
to transform our licensing system from 
a free trade system into a close monopoly 
with full monopoly privileges. Parlia- 
ment, however, while transforming the 
character of a licence, had never adjusted 
taxation to the change in the character 
of the licence, and, consequently, had 
failed to exact from the licensee a pay- 
ment in any way commensurate with the 
value of the privilege conferred. In his 
judgment the first step to be taken to 
bring about a substantial reduction in 
the number of licences was to apply the 
economic check of adequate taxation. 
The value of such a check had already 
been powerfully illustrated in the case 
of Scotland. Prior to 1880, the sum 


paid for a publican’s licence in Scotland | 
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was almost insignificant. In that year, 
creased the publican’s licence duties. 
The increase, it was true, was quite 
inadequate, but its immediate effect was 
to bring about the surrender of som: thing 
like 4,000 publican’s licences in Scctland. 
For his own part, therefore, he would 
have preferred to postpone legislation 
for the compulsory reduction of iivences 
until after a revision and increase cf 
the licence duties. The other main 
provision of the Bill was the much 
more controverted one of local veto, 
Personally he had always been favour 
able to the principle of local veto, and 
was prepared to support its inclusion 
in a comprehensive measure of licensing 
reform, but he differed from some of his 
hon. friends in his estimate of the 
results to be expected from it. Speaking 
from his investigations and study of the 
working of prohibitory laws in all parts 
of the world, he ventured to suggest to 
the House that there was no evidence to 
show that local veto, if enacted, woul:| 
solve the problem of intemperance in 
those great urban communities in the 
country where the problem most presse 
for solution. It had been mentioned in 
the course of the debate that there were 
many areas in the United Kingdom where 
prohibition was already established by 
the will of the landlord, but he submitted 
to the House that no sound deduction 
could be drawn from those in support of 
the expectation that local veto would le 
effective under the provisions of this Bill 
in ordinary urban areas. The districts 
referred to were chiefly respectable resi- 
dential areas in close proximity to licensed 
areas. Indeed the boundaries in many 
cases were wholly artificial. People who 
went to live in them went there knowing 
that prohibition was already. imposed, 
and therefore aware of the existing con- 
dition of things. In the cases contem- 
plated by the Bill, however, the proposal! 
was to enforce prohibition by the will of 
a majority in districts where licensed 
houses already existed. In the case otf 
Toxteth Park, to which reference had 
been made, it had to be remembered that 
abundant facilities for the purchase of 
liquor existed in adjacent districts. He 
was not depreciating the value or advan- 
tages of these prohibition areas. On the 
contrary, he welcomed them, but he 
thought it right to suggest that they 
could not fairly be pressed so far as they 
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sometimes were pressed as arguments 
for local veto elsewhere. They de- 
pended very largely for their success 
upon the existence of a “safety- 
valve” in the shape of facilities 
for the purchase of liquor in closely 
adjacent areas. The hon. Member for 
Partick, who had moved the Seeond 
Reading of the Bill, in adverting to 
the objection that these adjoining 
areas frequently suffered from an exces- 
sive number of public-houses as a con- 
sequence of no licence in the prohibition 
areas, had suggested that under the Bill 
these licence areas had the remedy in 
their own hands, but he apparently did 
not appreciate the fact that if these areas 
were themselves to adopt prohibition in 
self-defence they would in that way 
destroy the “safety-valve” upon which 
the success of present experiments in 
prohibition in adjoining areas largely 
depended. In the course of the debate 
considerable stress had been laid upon 
the success of local veto in the United 
States and in the British Colonies, but 
the experience of those countries simply 
contirmed doubts of the practicability of 
local veto in large urban communities. 
(ndoubtedly both in the United States 
and in the British Colonies local veto 
had been successful in sparsely-peopled 
districts, but it had not solved the 
problem of the towns. His hon. friend 
the Member for Lincoln had re- 
ferred particularly to Massachusetts 
and to the no-licence areas in that 
State, but he ventured to point 
out to him and to the House that the 
urban areas under prohibition there 
were chiefly suburbs of Boston, and, in 
the judgment of those responsible for the 
no-licence campaign in Massachusetts, 
were dependent for their success upon 
the safety-valve afforded by the adjoining 
licence districts. His hon. friend had 
referred to Cambridge, a city of about 
100,000 inhabitants, but Cambridge was 
to all intents and purposes a_ part 
of Boston, although administratively 
separate. It was impossible for a 
stranger to say where Boston ended and 
Cambridge began. It was true, as his 
hon. friend had said, that the people of 
Cambridge had for twenty years given a 
majority for no-licence, but if his hon. 
friend had analysed the vote in the 
separate wards of the city, he would have 
seen that whereas the University and 
superior residential districts which princi- 
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voted for prohibition, the poorer indus- 
trial districts had year after year voted 
for licence, although their votes had 
been overborne by the votes of the 
residents in the better class districts. It 
might be suggested that such coercion of 
the working class wards would not arise 
under the provisions of the Bill now 
before the House. That was true, but 
did hon. Members appreciate the fact 
that the admission really involved 
an admission of the _ ineffectiveness 
of the Bill in the districts which most 
required attention? If local veto was 
not likely to be adopted in ordinary work- 
ing class areas or in urban communities, 
then clearly some other method of reform 
was required which would offer a half- 
way house before the goal of entire pro- 
hibition was ultimately reached. It was 
for this reason that he, and others with 
whom it was his privilege to act, advo- 
cated permissive experiments in what was 


known as disinterested management 
The alleged failuré of disinterested 


management in other countries had been 
emphasised in strong terms by the hon. 
Member for the Tradeston Division of Glas- 
gow who had referred particularly to the 
Government spirit monopoly in Russia, 
the State dispensary system in South Caro- 
lina, and the so-called Gothenburg system 
in Sweden and Norway. He (Mr. 
Sherwell) held no brief for the system 
of State monopoly either in Russia or 
elsewhere. He and his friends had always 
pointed out the limitations and defects of 
any form of Government monopoly, and 
had repeatedly emphasised the fact that 
where, as in Russia, the Government 
had power to open dramshops in any 
locality without regard to local opinion 
the system was fore-doomed to failure. 
Nevertheless much of the criticism 
that had been directed against the 
Russian spirit monopoly was misleading. 
The figures showing the revenue from the 
monopoly, for example, were constantly 
used without regard to the facts, first, 
that the adoption of the system had been 
gradual and that, consequeatly, as it was 
extended to new areas the volume of 
trade naturally increased ; and, secondly, 
that under the former system the Govern- 
ment received excise duties which now 
were included in what were called the 
profits of the monopoly, and their inclusion 
naturally swelled the so-called profits, and 
suggested an extraordinary increase in the 
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amount of spirits consumed. 


the hon. Member justified in stating that | 
the dispensary system in South Carolina | 
| ten years the arrests for drunkenness in 


had on account of its failure been 
abolished. 


as a State system, but had been re-enacted 


in the much more satisfactory form of a | 
local option system under which the | 


dangers of centralisation would be elimi- 
nated. The hon. Member in referring to 
Sweden had implied that the system of 
disinterested management there had 
so far failed as to call forth commendation 
from the Swedish Parliament. As a 
matter of fact the Swedish Parliament 
had recently given the most explicit 
evidence of its approval of the system by 
enacting legislation which came into 
operation in the present year extending 
the system to the rural districts from 
which it had hitherto been excluded. 
Such action was surely an emphatic 
endorsement of the merits of the system 
on the part of the Swedish Parliament. 
The hon. Member for the ‘Tradeston 
division had laid great stress upon the 
arrests for draunkeness in Norway and 
Sweden, and had used those arrests as 
conclusive evidence of the failure of the 
Gothenburg system He (Mr. Sherwell) 
was always sorry when temperance 
reformers based arguments on comparative 
statistics of drunkenness. Nothing could 
be more misleading than a test of that 
kind. It was certainly true that 
the arrests for drunkenness in some 
Norwegian and Swedish towns were high 
as compared with similar towns in Eng- 
land, but if the hon. Member suggested 
that that was a test of failure, then he 
could not limit the test to the system of 
disinterested management, but must in 
fairness apply the test to other methods 
of dealing with the liquor traftic also. 
For example, there were two towns in 
Norway which in point of population, 
economic and geographical conditions 
were fairly comparable, namely, Bergen 
and Stavanger. In Bergen the system 
of disinterested management was in force 
as regards spirits, whereas since 1896 
Stavanger had been under prohibition in 
regard to spirits. Taking the last 
quinquennial period he found that the 
arrests for drunkenness in ratio to 
population had been higher in Stavanger 
under prohibition than in Bergen under 
disinterested management. Did _ this 
therefore imply that prohibition was a 
failure? Or again, he would take Port- 
Mr. Sherwell, 
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Maine, which had been under prohibition 
for nearly sixty years. During the last 


Portland had averaged thirty-four per 
1,006 of the population, or four times the 
ratio of arrests in Liverpool, and slightly 
more than four times the ratio of arrests 
in London. Would the hon. Member 
suggest that these figures necessarily 
implied the failure of prohibition, a 
system which he bimself advocated ? 
Surely if statistics of drunkenness were 
made the evidence of failure in the case 
of disinterested management, they must 
also be made the evidence of failure in 
the case of prohibition. Suggestions of 
failure in the case of disinterested 
management could only arise from a mis- 
conception of what the Gothenburg 
system really was. It was net an abstrac- 
tion, but the amalgamation of various 
restrictions, each of which had been 
advocated by the hon. Member for 
Tradeston and his friends all their 
lives. Its principal features were the 
elimination of the inducement to sell 
liquor, the reduction of the number of 
public-houses, the shortening of the hours 
of sale, the non-employment of barmaids, 
the raising of the age limit for children 
and young persons, the abolition of sales 
on credit, and other similar provisions. 
Was it really to be seriously suggested 
that these restrictions actually aggravated 
the evil of intemperance ! Let him take 
the case of Bergen to which reference 
had been made. It was incontestable 
that under the system of disinterested 
management the bar sales of spirits had 
been considerably reduced. Was the 
House to understand that this reduction 
in the bar sales of spirits had actually 
increased the amount of drunkenness ! 
If such deductions were to be drawn, then 
clearly the hon. Member for Tradeston was 
logically bound to renounce the advocacy 
of all restrictions of the liquor trattic, and 
to oppose that which he had hitherto sup- 
ported. He wished in closing to express 
his regret that the Bill contained no pro- 
vision for the enactment of a time limit 
which would clear the ground for such 
experiments as the people desired. It 
was perfectly true, as had been suggested 
that afternoon, that there was no vested 
interest in licences in Scotland, and there- 
fore no claim in legal equity to compen- 
sation; but those who were students of 
political procedure in this country knew 
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that the legislative solution of such 
problems was not founded so much on 
legal equity or on an abstract principle 
of justice, as upon a broad sentiment of 
justice which largely determined public 
action. Everyone who had studied the 
question knew that it was impossible to 
clear the ground and secure complete 
liberty for experiments in different 
localities until they had resolutely faced 
as a matter of practical politics this 
question of assumed vested interests, and 
he thought that the promoters of the 
Bill would best advance the cause they 
had in view if in Committee they would 
include in its provisions an equitable 
time limit tor definitely ridding the 
country of the compensation difficulty. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.) said 
he did not consider it necessary simply 
because the measure before the House 
referred solely to Scotland to offer 
any apology for intervening in the 
discussion. Scotland was part of the 
United Kingdom, and so long as that 
remained the fact he would feel it his 
duty on all occasions to do everything in 
his power to promote the interests of his 
Celtic neighbours. He would like 
seriously to express the hope that neither 
the mover nor the seconder of this Bill 
nor any of its supporters would suspect 
that because some hon. Members on 
that side of the House were utterly 
opposed to such legislation they were 
in any way behind them in a desire for 
temperance reform. It would be mere 
aifectation for any man to pretend that he 
did not realise the gravity and solemnity 
of the evil with which temperance 
reformers were endeavouring to grapple. 
But their differences were fundamental. 
If he might say so without appearing dis- 
respectful to the projectors of this measure, 
he would suggest that the mistake they 
made was in endeavouring to introduce 
into the deliberations of apurely political 
assembly such as the House of Commons 
considerations and arguments of an evan- 
velical character. One hon. Member 
introduced a measure for Sunday closing, 
saying he had found the principles of the 
(sospel so successful in various other 
callings of life that it was his intention 
to introduce them into Parliament. The 
hon. Member who introduced the Bill used 
the argument that they must do their 
best to see that the petition, “Lead us 
not into temptation,” was not infringed 
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by their legislation. He ventured to say 
that such arguments placed ~the op- 
ponents of measures of this kind in®an 
invidious and unfair position. In reply 
to hon. Members who told them that the 
Bible was to be the rule of faith and 
conduct in all public affairs, one would be 
justified in quoting passage after passage 
from that same Book, every word of 
which was antagonistic to any kind of 
legislation which had for its object the 
restriction of the liberty of every 
citizen to indulge in alcoholic refresh- 
ment to his heart’s content. {Laughter. | 
That phrase was received with a levity for 
which he was not responsible. He pre- 
ferred to base his opposition to this 
measure upon the simple, practical, 
political ground that, tested by experience, 
légic, and fact, restrictive legislation never 
had—in any part of the United Kingdom, 
at any rate—had any beneficial effect. 
There was no argument, and there 
were no statistics which supported the 
theory that restrictive legislation had ever 
promoted temperance. England with- 
out any restrictive licensing legislation 
in regard to early closing was a more 
sober country to-day than either Scot- 
land, Wales or Ireland. He made 
himself responsible for that general 
statement based upon some investigation 
into the subject. England was every 
year becoming a more sober country, 
whereas, tested by statistical facts, 


Scotland was becoming a less sober 
country. In England to-day the propor- 


tion of drunkenness was 6 per 1,000 in 
Scotland it was 9 per 1,000. He asked 
any hon. Member for Scotland to dis- 
prove that statement. He went further, 
and said that, whereas during the last 
twenty years the figures confronting 
them in England had been steadily 
decreasing, those in Scotland showed an 
increase of 50 per cent. He did not 
think there was much good to be gained 
by going into these details and 
statistics. They had to look at the 
matter from the point of view of their 
knowledge of the world. He ven- 
tured to say the evil of drunkenness, 
great as it was, Was grossly—per- 
haps unconsciously—exaggerated — by 
those who made it the main purpose of 
their lives to grapple with it. But what- 
ever its extent might be he was satisfied 
that no amount of closing of public- 
houses in any given district would have 
the effect of preventing the man who 
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intended to be intemperate from grati 
fying his desires. Looking at Scotland 


and Wales, they would find that was | 
beyond question. They would find secret | 


drinking, bogus clubs, and—what to him 
was the greatest danger of this legislation 
—home drinking to an extent which was 
absolutely unknown in those areas where 
such legislation did not exist. He would 
rather see one hundred men drunk in 
the public-house than one drunken man 
among his family and his children. {Cries 
of “Oh, oh.”| He said that with de 
liberation aud seriously. [A Labour 
MemBrr: Where do they ge to when 
they leave the pub?] He had yet to 
learn that a large percentage of men 
left the public-house in that condition, 
and that the licensed victualler in his 
own interest did not do his utmost to see 
that no man became intoxicated on his 
premises. But assuming that every man 
who got drunk did so in the public-house, 
and went home in that condition, was it 
not better that he should do so when his 
confiding wife alone was up, and the 
members of his family were retired to 
rest, than that he should be sipping and 
sipping in the midst of his innocent 
family, and setting himself to defy the 


State, saying: “If you wish to pre- 
vent me doing that which I have 
a right to do, I will show yon 
you are not going to succeed!” Was 


it not a remarkable fact that through- 
out this discussion not a _ speaker 
in favour of the Bill had pretended that 
in the majority or minority Reports of the 
Royal Commission there was one word in 
favour of local veto! He thought that 
was an overwhelming fact. 


An HON. MEMBER said that a 
large measure of popular control was 
specially recommended. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY said he did not 
maintain that there was no suggestion 
that after five years Scotland should 
have a large measure of local control, 
but that in the Report there was no 
recommendation of the general principle 
of local veto. A reference to the Report 
would justify his assertion. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS | said 
there could be no doubt that in the case 
of Scotland local option was recom- 
mended. 

Mr. Bottomley. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BOTTOMLEY said that a re- 


ference to both Reports would show 
that they avoided recommendation of the 
principle. He had not found that recom. 
mendation, and he was surprised that up 
to the present no speaker had found it 
and read it. He was struck by the fact 
that when the Irish Sunday Closing 
measure was before the House a large 
number of hon. Members who were 
avowed total avstainers declared them- 
selves thoroughly opposed to legislation 
of this kind. If the House looked at the 
figures for Scotland, it would be driven to 
the conclusion that prohibition in Seot- 
land had been a dismal failure. It was said 
that statistics could prove anything. In 
future that would have to be modified 
by saying that statistics could prove 
anything in the world except that restric- 
tive licensing legislation had ever done an 
atom of good for temperance reform. 
Here were the figures of drunkenness for 
the city of Glasgow, taken from the 
records of the Scottish courts :—13,456 
in 1904, 14,931 in 1905, and 20,247 in 
1906. That was with such prohibition 
as they had to-day. A _ startling fact 
which he commended to the attention of 
the House was that in those places where 
there was the largest number of public. 
houses the statistics of crime and 
drunkenness were in an inverse ratio to 
the number of public-houses. No doubt 
hon. Members would have difficulty in 
believing that, but the official statistics 
showed it to be the case. Again, he 


' commended to the notice of the House 


the argument that drunkenness per se 
was not the great evil that temperance 
reformers would wish the community to 
believe. Only a limited number of 
persons suffered from the disease, and 
the main point in respect of this legisla- 
tion was to consider on what ground 
hon. Members could claim the right to 
legislate and to say that three-fifths of a 
community, with a limited franchise, 
should be endowed with the power to 
say that the remainder of the community 
should not have facilities to take liquor. 
The right claimed could only be justified 
on the one ground that the consump- 


tion of alcohol was a_ pestilence and 
a curse condemned by the general 
opinion the whole community. lf 
that was the case, how could hon. 


Members pressing forward this legis- 
lation justify the taking of more than 
£30,000,000 annually for the use of 
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the public services from the liquor 
trade? If the argument of the 
temperance reformers was that drink- 
ing was such a pestilence in the common 
judgment of the whole community as 
justified a three fifths majority, with 
limited franchise, preventing any one 
from touching drink, it must then be a 
serious thing for them to rely on the 
entire expenses of the Army, Navy, 
and Civil Services being paid out of 
the taxes derived from the revenue 
from drink. He reminded hon. Mem- 
bers of what took place when the Liberal 
Party tampered with this question not 
many years ago, The Liberal Party 
was shattered and vanquished by 
attempting to force this un-English 
measure on the English people. He was 
not fond of quoting Latin, but he re- 
membered that one of the sixpenny appen- 
dix phrases that he got from a dictionary 
was Fivt experimentum in corpore vilt. 
He knew very well that the phrase meant 
this, “ Try this experiment, if you like, 
on the vile corpus otf the Scottish people, 
and if it succeeds, perhaps we can keep 
the English people waiting a little 
longer.” 134 out of 150 Liberal 
candidates were defeated at that election, 
and they attributed their defeat to local 
veto. Were hon. Members on his own 
side of the House going in these early 
days of revived Liberalism to run the 
risk of shattering their party again? A 
great demand was being made on the 
Party loyalty of the Government 
supporters who wished to act up to their 
election pledges, but as one who knew 
human nature he could not bring himself 
to believe that legislation of this kind was 
calculated to do any good whatever. 
He was always anxious to avoid anything 
in the nature of an artificial peroration, 
but he would like to quote the words 
which Sir William Harcourt uttered 
during the Oxford election of 1873, 
which contained a most eloquent denunci- 
ation of legislation of the kind now pro- 
posed, That distinguished statesman 
said 

“ Tf there be one Party which is more pledged 
than another to resist a poliey o restrictive 
legislation having for its object social coercion, 
that P arty is the Libera! Party. The proud 
title which it has assumed proclaims the prin- 
ciple on which it ix founded to be that of 
liberty The connection between Libera'ism 
and liberty is that libersy, as understood by 
Liberals, does not consist in miking others do 
what you think right. The ditference between 
a free Government and a Government which 
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is not free is principally this: that a Govern- 
ment which is not free interferes with every- 

thing it can, anda free Government interferes 
with nothing except whatit must. A despotic 
Government tries to make everybody do what 
it chooses. A Liberal Government tries, as 
far as the safety of society will permit, to allow 
everybody to do as he wishes. It has been the 
tradition of the Liberal Party consistently to 
maintain the doctrine of individual liberty. [t 
is because they have done so that England is 
the country where people can do more what 
they please than in any other country in the 
world. The Liberal Party has strenuously and 
successfully laboured for generations to break 
down all systems of restrictions—resirictions 
of commerce, restrictions of pol.tical rights, 
restrictions of opinion, restrictions of religion, 
all founded and established by people who 
sincerely believed that these restrictions were 
to the advantage of society, by compelling 
people to do what they could for themselves 
anid for toeir neighbours. It is this practice of 
allowing one set of people to dictate to another 
set of people what they shall do, what they 
shall think, what they shall drink, when they 
shall go to bed, what they shall buy and where 
they shall buy it, what wages they shall get 
and how they shall spend them, against which 
the Liberal Party have always protested. The 
policy of the Liberal Party has been for genera- 

tions a policy of emancipat ion from restriction. 
I am against the whole system of petty 
molestation and irritating dictation, whether 
by a class or by a majority. I do not admire 
the grand maternal Government whicli ties 
night- -caps upon a grown-up nation by Act of 
Parliament. [am against putting people. to 
bed who want tosit up. am azainst for- 
bidding a man to have a glass of beer if he 
wants to have a glass of beer. These are not 
actions of a Liberal policy, for they are the 
negation of the principle of liberty. One set 
of people want to attack liberty of action in 
one respect, another set of people want to 
attack it in another respect ; some people want 
to dictate the conduct of employers, others to 
impose terms on the employed. Some want to 
meddle with the rights of the owners of public- 
houses; others to invade the rights of the 
owners of private houses. The form is 
ditferent, but the error isthe same. Unless we 
resolutely make a stand against this sort of 
thing, depend upon it liberty itself will suffer. 

Tyranny is a weed which is indigenous to the 
soil of power alike at all times and in all places. 
We have limited the Crown, we have limited 
the aristocracy, and depend upon it, if liberty 
is to be sacred, a democratic House of Com- 

mons must know how to limit itself. The 
Liberal Party, having won liberty for the 
English people, if need be, will yet defend it 
from the assaults of democratic despotism.” 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sincuatr, Forfarshire) said the 
duty he had to discharge was to inform 
the Elouse of the attitude of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the measure. It was 
no part of his duty to travel over the 
large field which had been traversed that 
afternoon. All of them in Scotland 
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recognised, and not least those who had 
to deal with the administration of Scottish 
business, such as the prisons, asylums, 
and other institutions of the country, that 
this evil in Scotland was of terrible 
dimensions, and it was obvious, if they 
were to seek the remedies for that evil, 
they must at any rate have the sympathy 
and support of the majority of the Scottish 
people. There was no doubt whatever as 
to the condition of Scottish opinion in 
regard to the Bill. Over and over again 
the opinion of the House had been taken 
upon Bills embodying the principle this 
Bill contained, and over and over again 
an overwhelming number of Scottish 
Members had voted in its favour. 
This was the sixth time during 
the last twenty-six or twenty-seven 
years that a measure embodying the 
principle of local veto had been dis- 
cussed and voted upon in the House. 
He would give the House the voting 
of the Scottish Members. In 1880 a 
majority of the Scottish representatives by 
thirty-eight to three voted in favour of the 
principle; in 1881 the majority was 
thirty-seven to three; in 1888 it was 
thirty-six to three; and in 1899 it was 
forty to fifteen. It was therefore clear 
that Scottish people and Scottish opinion 
generally sought protection from this 
evil, and asked for the right to apply the 
principle of local control. On behalf of 
the Government he had simply to say 
that they heartily supported the principle 
of the Bill. The Bill itself left much to 
be desired, not only in regard to what 
was in it, but in regard to what was not 
init. The Bill, the Government hoped, 
might be read a second time, the effect 


{COMMONS} 





of which would be that it would go to the | 


Scottish Standing Committee. 
regard to that stage the Government 
would reserve to themselves full liberty 
of action, and they must not be considered 


as being committed to any of the details | 


With | 


of the measure, as they at present stood, | 


or to the view that it could be made a 
practical measure of reform. 


as lay within their power they wished to 


co-operate in advancing the question a | 


stage during the present session, and to 
do what they could to make it a practical 
measure, Whatever its fate might be, in 
the lifetime of the present Parliament. 


*Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 


But so far | 


Albans) said that he noticed that three | 


of the hon. Members opposite who were 
Mr, Sinclair. 
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going to vote against the Amendment 
now before the House had spoken of the 
necessity for the insertion in the Bill of 
the principle of compensation. He need 
hardly say that hon. Members on that 
side of the House were in agreement 
with that proposal, but the ideas of the 
Opposition as to the form in which 
compensation might he inserted in the 
Bill were of a different kind. Hon. 
Members opposite suggested the insertion 
of a time limit, but in his opinion and in 
that of those who acted with him such 
a limit would not in any sense form a 
proper method of compensation. It 
would be impossible for the licensee who 
was given notice of the termination of 
his licence, even in seven, fourteen, or 
twenty-one years to recoup himself for 


his capital and means of living. Indeed, 
he would go so far as to say that 


many owners of licences would prefer 
to be robbed of their property at once 
rather than have hanging over their 
heads for such a long period the danger 
of ultimate ruin. Some of them were now 
at a time of life at which they could start 
afresh and secure their future and that 
of their families, whereas if they waited 
they would not at the expiration of the 
time limit be able to do so. They knew 
quite well that if this principle was 
adopted for Scotland it would doubtless 
be extended to England, and therefore 
as Englishmen they had a right to be 
heard. Many speakers had said that the 
conscience of the country was uneasy at 
the number of public-houses. If that 
were so, by all means let them remove 
the evil, but to propose to remove it, as 
the Bill did, at the expense of their 
neighbours’ pockets was taking a step in 
the direction of doing evil in order that 
good might come. It was not right that 
the public conscience should be soothed 
at the expense of other people’s property. 
He also felt that what was proposed was 
an intolerable piece of tyranny—that a 
relatively small number of persons should 
have a right to say that no one should 
have a glass of intoxicating liquor, but 
must drink the particular beverage 
which they thought desirable. He did 
not think people south of the Tweed 
would tolerate such a thing for a 
moment. He had no personal interest 
in the liquor traffic, and he had been a 
water drinker for the last thirty years, 
but he had never found other persons 
insisting that he should take another 
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form of beverage, and therefore he did 
not desire to force water upon them. 
Then again, another objectionable feature 
was that the whole question was to be 
revised every three years. That meant 
that the present holders of licences would 
be robbed of their property and means of 
livelihood without compensation, and yet 
after a few years the whole question was 
to be reopened. One result of that would 
he that should the decision of a locality be 
reversed, the present high type of licence- 
holder would not again be found to re- 
enter so precarious a calling, and the 
traffic would pass into the hands of those 
who would have no pride in the good 
conduct of their houses, and who would 
feel no interest in the welfare of their 
customers. Then there was no provision 
dealing with clubs. Those who knew 
anything of large and populous districts 
were aware that drinking clubs were 
the worse means of supplying liquor. 
They were under no kind of control 
by either the magistrates or police, and 
were nothing more nor less, many of 
them, than drinking hells. He did not 
believe the people of Scotland, with the 
examples of Edinburgh and Glasgow 
before them, wanted the Bill, because 
the magistrates had already been given 
more power than the justices in this 
country to refuse the renewal of licences. 
At present, under the Scottish system, 
the people had a direct voice in the ap- 
pointment of the borough magistrates. 
The proposed legislation would operate 
almost exclusively upon the poor man, 
which was not at all right. If the measure 
proposed to deal with the question upon 
lines of adequate compensation without 
differentiating between rich and poor 
it would be more likely to commend 
itself to the public and to hon. Members 
on his side of the House. Then there 
was the methylated spirit evil, which 
was on the increase, and no attempt to 
deal with it was contained in the Bill. 
In conclusion he declared that the Bill 


would lead to sly drinking through the 


medium of chemists’ shops and other 
ways. It would, moreover, be a great 
hardship to the travelling public. For 
these reasons, and because he believed 
the force of public opinion was travelling 
surely in the direction of greater habits 


of sobriety, he would certainly support , 
‘should be tried in Scotland, and in 


the Amendment. 
VOL. CLXXIII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.), on behalf of himself and 
his Welsh colleagues, cordially supported 
the principle of the Bill. Wales had 
taken for many years a great interest 
in this question, and on two occasions a 
Welsh Local Veto Bill had passed a 
Second Reading. In 1891, in a Conserva- 
tive House of Commons, a Welsh Local 
Veto Bill passed its Second Reading 
and on that occasion only one Welsh 
representative voted against it. In 
1893 substantially the same measure was 
read a second time and only two Welsh 
Members voted against it. If now they 
had a Welsh Local Veto Bill before the 
House he thought he might say that it 
would have the support of every Member 
from Wales. Reference had been made 
tothe Licensing Commission, of which he 
had the honour of being a member, and 
he would like to make clear the fact that 
a specific recommendation was made on 
the point involved in this Bill. In the 
Chairman’s Report it was pointed out 
that in Scotland and Wales the case was 
differentfrom that of England, and in those 
countries the cause of temperance reform 
was in a much more advanced stage than 
it was here. The Commission suggested 
that at the end of five years in Scotland 
and seven years in Wales a wide mea- 
sure of this character might be applied to 
those countries. In many ways, indeed, 
the result of that Commission had been the 
foundation of all temperance reform, 
because the House had passed some of 
its most important declarations. That 
was a good augury for this Bill and 
indicated, that in some form the prin 
ciple of it, as far as Scotland was con- 
cerned, would soon become the law of the 
land. There were certain difficulties 
with regard to the application of local 
veto to England which were not applic- 
able to Scotland, and therefore there was 
a reason for dealing with legislation for 
Scotland in advance of legislation for 
England. He had been much interested 
to gather from the debate the strength 
of Scottish opinion upon this point, 
not only from what was said by the 
mover and seconder but from the 
weight of Scottish opinion in Scotland 
itself. It would be a great advantage 
in dealing with the question through- 
out the country that the experiment 


Q 
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his opinion it was most gratifying that 
the Government, through the Secretary 
for Scotland, had announced their decision 
in favour of the principle of the 
Bill. He had been referred to as one 
who had more responsibility than any 
one else in the House in regard to the 
application of the principle of local veto 
to large building areas. He was respon- 
sible for working a considerable area in 
Liverpool in which the sale of drink was 
prohibited, and he would like to cor- 
roborate what had been said as to the 
beneficial working of the principle. He 
had never received a petition, or resolu- 
tion, or a protest, nor had his firm, from 
any one living in that area, and speaking 
from his experience as a business man, 
he was glad to say that nothing but 
good had come from the application of 
that principle in the area for which he 
was responsible, and the social and 
moral welfare of the people in those 
districts was higher than it was else- 
where. After all, practical experi- 
ence was very valuable in the solu- 
tion of a question of this kind. He was 
not disposed to take a very sanguine view 
as to the possibilities of legislation, but he 
was sure that if the principle of this Bill 
were applied in England, Scotland, and 
Wales, it would bring nothing but good 
into the life of the nation, and that the 
present Parliament, however remarkable 
its achievements might be in other 
directions, could not do better than pass 
this Bill. 


*Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) said 
that he had been connected with the 
brewing trade in Scotland all his life, but 
the system in Scotland was different from 
that in England, and being what was called 
a free trade brewer, he owned no houses, 
so that his interest was only indirect, and 
was limited to any possible dislocation 
of the ordinary channels of distribu- 
tion. He was convinced that although 
Scotland was said to be ripe for this 
change and desired it, the restriction of 
the sale of liquor would increase con 
sumption rather than decrease it. He 
had had a fairly good experience of 
Parhamentary contests, but he had never 
found out that Scotland wanted local 
control. It had always appeared to him 
that at elections the question was treated 
as a joke, and that there was no serious 
intention behind it except on the part of 
extreme temperance reformers. They 


Mr, Herbert Ruberts. 
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had an importance out of all proportion 
to their numbers, because they were 
the balancing factor in many constitu- 
encies, and it was on account of their 
votes that Members had been com- 
pelled to pledge themselves to this 
principle. There was, he submitted, less 
excuse now than there had been in pre- 
vious years for interference with 
the existing system. He also had 
the privilege of sitting on the Royal 
Commission, in consequence of whose 
Report many changes had been made in 
Scotland. They had an interesting Bill 
passed in 1903 which amended and con- 
solidated the whole of the laws relating 
to the licensing system in Scotland, and 
constituted the licensing boards on a 
democratic basis. So far as he had himself 
been able to judge, those boards were 
working admirably, and were giving 
great satisfaction. The system appeared 
to be one which did not, as far as he 
could see, require any change or improve- 
ment. He did not on personal grounds 
make any objection to the proposal of 
his hon. friend opposite, unless he was to 
take the first clause of his Bill as mean- 
ing that brewers in the prohibited areas 
were not to be allowed to deal in a 
wholesale way. That, he understood, was 
not intended by the Bill, but he wished 
to have the point made clear, as it was 
not at all clear in the Bill, which was 
so clumsily drafted that he thought it 
would be impossible for any Committee 
to deal with it properly. When the 
Royal Commission was sitting they 
had under cross-examination a very 
extreme teetotal witness, who was asked 
whether, as he would prohibit the sale of 
drink in a given area, he would pro- 
hibit its manufacture there as well as its 
importation. His answer was in the 
affirmative, and his cross-examiner then 
said, ‘And you would place that power 
in the hands of the majority,” and 
pointed out how that might cut both 
ways. One objection to the Bill was its 
restrictive character. They already had 
enough restriction in Scotland, and 
the latest attempt had not been a 
brilliant success, for the shortening of 
hours of opening in Edinburgh and 
Glasgow had apparently not tended to 
greater sobriety in those two cities. 
There could be no doubt that the people 
in Edinburgh and Glasgow did not go to 
bed at ten o'clock at night any more 
than did the people in London; they 
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got their supplies outside public-houses, 
where there was no restriction, and conse- 
quently drinking went on to greater 
excess than formerly. In connection 
with the recommendation in Lord Peel’s 
Minority Report the House might be in- 
terested to know that it did not exactly 
embody Lord Peel’s view on the subject 
of local veto. Part 5 was never con- 
sidered by the Commission as a whole, 
as the unfortunate difference of opinion 
between Lord Peel and his colleagues on 
the neutral panel’ had arisen on the 
administrative portion of the Report and 
occasioned his Lordship’s withdrawal. 
While he would have cleared up the 
misunderstanding on the part of the 
hon. Member for South Hackney as to 
the recommendations in the Minority 
Report if the previous speaker had not 
done so, he had no doubt the House 
would notice that while a measure of 
popular control, under proper safeguards, 
was recommended, the nature of these 
safeguards was not suggested. In point 
of fact Part 5 as originally submitted to 
the Commission contained Lord Peel’s 
matured view of what these safeguards 
should be, and it would interest the 
House to be placed in possession of 
his recommendations. They were as 
follows— 


‘The licensing ‘authority should be em- 
powered on a requisition of a certain proportion 
of the ratepayers to take a poll of the rate- 
payers on two questions. 

**], Do you prefer the present system or 
prohibition of on-drinking houses (hotels and 
restaurants excepted) ? 


“2 Do you prefer the present system, or 
local management ? 


‘* We think that a three-fourths majority of 
the registered electors should be required to 
carry prohibition, and a two-thirds majority 
to carry local management. In the unlikely 
event of both being carried by the required 
majorities that with the larger vote would 
of course carry the day. To avoid danger of 
fluctuations a vote should be taken not 
oftener than once in seven years. In case of 
local management being oh the local 
authority should decide how far it should 
extend its operations. It should be carefully 
laid down that not more than acertain per- 
centage of profits should be devoted to local 
objects entirely unconnected with the rates.” 


He could not of course tell what had 
happened, but he conjectured that Lord 


{26 Aprit 1907} 








Option) (Scotland) Bill. 442 
Peel had to cut out his view as to the 
necessary safeguards in order to secure 
adhesion to his Report by those Com- 
missioners who had continued to act with 
him, otherwise he would have had to 
face the risk of standing alone. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I think 
I ought to say the hon. Member is in- 
correct in his assumption that the 
members who signed the Minority 
Report did not concur in the whole of 
their recommendation. 


YOUNGER said he did not 
What he did suggest 


*MR. 
suggest that. 


was that Lord Peel modified his 
original Report to meet the views 


of the other members of the minority. 
Then there was the question of the 
franchise. With reference to the poll 
to be taken under the Bill, the parish 
council register was perhaps the widest 
they had in Scotland ; but that franchise 
was not nearly wide enough, as it would 
cut out a great number of persons who 
ought to be heard on a question of this 
kind. He would also like to point out 
in discussing the question of compensa- 
tion that the Bill proposed to hand over 
the distribution of liquor in the pro- 
hibited areas to the local chemists, and 
he rather thought there would be a 
great many chemists established if the 
Bill passed. He believed that Scotsmen 
would be just as clever in evading the 
law as people in other places. In 
America it was very easy to obtain a 
doctor’s prescription, and he thought 
it would be as easy in Scotland. He 
remembered reading of one place in 
America where the doctors began to make 
some difficulty about prescribing, and at 
last a very ingenious person imported a 
pet snake into the locality, with the result 
that there was no difficulty in getting 
a prescription if a person could show 
he had been bitten by that snake. The 
ouly difficulty was to secure the services 
of the snake, as it was necessary to book 
it three or four weeks in advance. 


Q 2 
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He had listened to the half-hearted com- 
mendation of the Biil by the Secretary | 
for Scotland, and he regarded the right 
hon. Gentleman’s statement really as an 
entire condemnation of the manner in 
which the Bill had been drawn and the 
Under 


the circumstances, he asked if it was 


provisions it proposed to enact. 


wise or fair to introduce a novel proposal 
of this kind, and endeavour to base it on 
a sure foundation upstairs, when the _ 
Scotland certainly by | 
implication had it. The 
Government ought to deal with the, 


Secretary for 


condemned 


question themselves, and he did not 
think it was right or statesmanlike | 


to send such a Bill to the Scottish Grand 
Committee for the purpose of having it 


knocked into shape. 


_ this principle of a popular vote. 


*Sir JOHN JARDINE (Roxburgh- 
shire) said it seemed to him that most of 
the objections raised on the Bill could be , 
dealt with by the Committee upstairs. , 
Scotland had by its representatives en- | 
dorsed the principles of the Bill in this | 
They were 


and the last Parliament. 
approved by the serious and religious 
people of Scotland, and he had _ no 
that if the Bill were passed 


law 


doubt 


into it would be administered, , 
in the rural districts with every regard | 
for the wishes and welfare of the people, | 
so careful and efficient were the elected | 


Boards. 


Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and | 
Aberdeen Universities) said he would | 
not have risen but for the boldness of the ! 
hon. Member for Dumfries in declaring 
that no Member on that side would be 
prepared to oppose the principle of the 


Bill. It was scarcely possible, after such a 
statement, that they who were distinctly | 


opposed to the Bill in its entirety 


should refrain from putting their views | 
Mr. Younger. 


{COMMONS} 
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They had heard some 
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before the House. 
curious explanations of the views of hon. 


Members opposite, and they had been 


allowed to see that at least there 
was a very wide difference of opinion on 
that side of the House. Perhaps the 
most candid of all statements made by 
Members opposite was that of the hon. 
Member for West Denbighshire, who had 


calmly asked them to make the experi- 


ment with regard to Scotland. Was 
anything ever addressed to Scottish 


Members with more calm assurance than 
that the doubts as to the application of 
the principle — to 
he solved by making the experiment 


England — should 
upon the unfortunate body of Scotland ! 
He asked the House to notice in the first 
place how far they were going to apply 
Were 
they quite certain what the effect in 
every case and in every district would 
be? Hon. Members opposite seemed to 
take it for granted that it would be 
almost universally either limitation or 
prohibition. The effect of the voting, 
however, was quite uncertain, but if it 
resulted as was expected by the authors 
of the Bill, there was the great danger 
that it would drive: the evil into hidden 
corners, and it would still go on without 
the 
supervision now exercised over public- 


necessary restrictions and _ police 


houses. He wondered if hon. Members 


| who spoke so bitterly of public-houses 


were in the habit of reading the exposures 
of what went on in some of the poorer 
tenements of Glasgow. These things 
were enough to show them the danger 
of driving these evils underground. 
He opposed the Bill because it was 
Had they 
done all they ought to do in education, 
in improving sanitary 
teaching the 


beginning at the wrong end. 
conditions, in 
people the necessity of 
obeying sanitary laws, and in teaching 
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them self-respect bodily and mentally ? 
Had they trained them in those physical 
exercises that made them throw off the 
evils of the alcoholic habit? Had our 
magistrates and tribunals also punished 
sufficiently the men and women who 
brutalised themselves by drink and made 
themselves a danger to society, or had 
they punished drunken crimes with the 
that ought 
directed towards their suppression ! Had 
they not been inclined too much to 
condone offences against the person com- 
mitted under the influence of drink ? 
Were they justified in allowing a re- 
striction of the kind proposed on 
the liberty of their fellow-citizens ? 
He was certain that the great mass 


severity to have been 


of opinion in the would 
think it their first duty before doing 
so to use every method of invocation 
and punishment and cure upon those 


guilty of making themselves a danger or 


country 


a nuisance to their fellow-beings. Be- 
cause there were a few alcoholic men who 
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were a burden to themselves and to 
others they were not justified as a nation 
in imposing a restriction of this sort on 
the liberties of grown men and women. 
They were always told by Liberal Mem- 
bers for Scotland that they represented 
the whole of Scottish opinion. He left 
them in that profound conviction, but he 
did not share it with them. They knew 
how active a small clique of faddists 
might be. He believed the national 
feeling, once it thought this question had 
come within the range of practical politics, 
would turn against it in a way which 
would startle hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. R. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 276 ; Noes, 
106. (Division List No. 145.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Barnes, G. N. Cleland, J. W. 


Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley 0. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Comm, H. W. 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 


Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalmeny, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan,C. (Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborn?) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 





Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A 


Clough, William 
Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


| Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 





Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
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Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
xilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamer ( York) 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 

Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 

Harmsworth,R. L. (Caithn’s-sh) 

Hart- Davies, T. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazelton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hemmerde, Edward George 

Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 

Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Horniman, Emslie John 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 

Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kettle, Thomas Michael 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 

Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederick C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex.F. 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Macpherson, J. T. | 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatic 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,CharlesN(Doncast’r) 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 








, O’Shee, James John 


Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) | 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke | 
Phillipps, Owen, C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John ( Norfolk, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverhampt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John}H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter | 
Russell, T. W. | 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 





NOES. 


Ashley, W. W. 
Balfour,Rt_ Hn. A.J.(CityLond) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C. E. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. BR. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.} 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


| Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,fE. ) 
Thompson,J. W.H.(Somerset,E, 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. } 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 


| Walters, John Tudor 
| Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.} 


Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway} 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmart’n) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,'S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Robert Balfour and Mr. 
Leif Jones. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G.( Winchester 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
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Bottomley, Horatio 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robertj( Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. §. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner,JErnest (Berks, East) 
Gordon,Sir W. Evans-(T’r Ham. 





Halpin, J. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 


(Juestion put accordingly, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part Noes, 106. 


of the Question.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E.) | Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose,jRobert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.( Finsbury, E. ) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. WV 

Branch, James 





Brigg, John 
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Hardy, Laurence(Kent Ashford 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill,Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hogan, Michael 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin, 8) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G.(Peterstield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson.John Frederick Peel 


The 


AYES. 


Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W. ) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W | 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H (Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cornwall, Sir E lwin A. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) - 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tillet, Louis John 

Tuke, Sir John Bat. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker,Col.W.H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. (. B. Svaart- 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Viscount Valentia and Lord 
Edmund Talbot. 


House divided: — Ayes, 262; 
(Division List No 146.) 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander 

Crossley, William J. 

Valmeny, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Bicnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth, R.L. (Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson,.J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) | 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Afred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley. Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford ) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) | 
Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) | 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlexF | 
Anstruther-Gray, Major | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Ashley, W. W. | 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(CityLond | 
Balfour,Capt.C. B.(Hornsey) 


Liquor Traffic (Local 


| O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rose, Charles Day | 
| TELLERS 


{COMMONS} 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George | 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) | 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 
Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molento, Perey Alport 
Mond, A. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 





| Murphy, John 

| Murray, James 

| Myer, Horatio 

| Napier, T. B. 

| Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 


Nicholson,CharlesN(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


| Parker, James (Halifax) 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H. M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps. J. Wynford( Pembroke 


| Philipps, OwenC.( Pembroke) 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 
Price,C. E.( Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, RobertJohn( Norfolk, E.) 
Puliar, Sir Robert 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 


| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 


| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


| Robinson, S. 


Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 


' Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


NOES. 


Banbury,SirFrederickGeorge | 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G( Winchester | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

! 


| Bottomley, Horatio 


Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 


Option) (Scotland) Bill. 
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Samuel, Herbert. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 


| Seaverns, J. H. 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T.(Hawick B.) 


| Sherwell, Arthur James 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


| Snowden, P. 
| Spicer, Sir Albert 
| Stanger, H. Y. 


Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock, 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 


Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, TheodoreC.( Radcliffe ) 
Tennant, Sir Edward (Salisbu: y 
Tennant, H.J.( Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel(Cazmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan, E. ) 


| Thompson,J.W.H(Somerset, E 
| Thorne, William 

| Torrance, Sir A. M. 

| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,SirJohnL.( Leeds, S.) 


| Ward,John(Stoke upon Trent 


Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


, Wason,John Catheart (Orkney) 


Waterlow, D. S. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, J.D.( Dumbartonshire) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitehead, Rowland 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander - 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


| Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthn 


Wills, Arthur Walters 


| Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W.R.) 


Wilson,J.H.( Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,J. W. (Worcestersh, N.) 


' Wilson, P.W.(St.Pancras.S. ) 
| Wilson, W.T.( Westhoughton) 


FOR THE AYEsS— 
Mr Robert Balfour and Mr. 
Barnes. 


Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cave, George 
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Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VicterCW. 
Cecil, Evelyn( Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, LordR. (Marylebone, E. ) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A.(Wore 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt.Hon. A. Akers- 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, Robert(Lana’k,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber,Capt. W. V.(Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon .George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Cardner, Ernest( Berks, East) 
CGordon,SirW. Evans-(T’rHam. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey.F. W.F(BuryS. Edmd’s 
Hill, SirClement(Shrewsbury) 
Hogan, Michael 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


Mr. 


Liquor Traffic (Local 





| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 





| 


R. BALFOUR claimed, “ That | 


{26 ApriL 1907} 


Hunt, Rowland 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickW m. 
Liddell, Henry 

Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin.s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 


MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor), 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G.( Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon, N | 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Ratcliff, Major R. F 
Rawlinson,JohnFrederickPeel 
Remnant,JamesFarquharson | 
Roberts S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) | 


the Main Question be now put.” 


The House 


Abraham, Wilhiam (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

\shton, Thomas Gair 

\squith Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
\stbury, John Meir 
\therley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
daker, Sir Joseph A.( Finsbury 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring,Godtrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
8ethell, T. R (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, J. F. L. (Lanes, Leigh 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 


divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 95. 


AYES. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham. John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, William 
Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C H (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Adwin A. 
Cowan, W. H. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Cross, Alexander 
Crossley, William J. 
Dalmeny, Lord 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 


Option) (Scotland) Bill. 


| TELLERS 
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Rutherford,John( Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott,SirS.( Marylebone. W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie! 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Talbot Lord FE. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tillett, Louis John 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H.( Lancashire} 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


| Warde Col.C.E.(Kent, Mid) 
| Warner,Thomas CourtenayT. 


White, Patrick( Meath, North) 


| Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R. 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


| Young, Samuel 
| Younger, George 


FoR THE NOoEs.— 
Mr. F. E. Smith and 
Viscount Castlereagh. ; 


Main Question put accordingly. 


(Division List No. 147) 


Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birni 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton. 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth,R.L. (Caithn’ss-sh 
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Hart-Davies, T. Micklem,*Nathaniel | Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. Molteno, Percy Alport Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Hazleton, Richard Mond, A. | Snowden, P. 
Helme, Norval Wat on Morley, Rt. Hon, John | Spicer, Sir Albert 
Hemmerde, Edward George Morse, L. L. | Stanger, H. Y. 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen,W.) | Morton, Alpheus Cleophas Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) Murphy, John | Steadman, W. C. 
Hodge, John Murray, James Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Holdep, E. Hopkinson Myer, Horatio | Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Horniman, Emslie John Napier, T. B. | Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey Newnes, F. (Notts, Basselaw) | Summerbell, T. 
Hudson, Walter Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r | Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Jackson, R. 8. Norman, Sir Henry Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred | Norton, Capt. Cecil William ' Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
Jardine, Sir J. | O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) O’Shaughnessy, P. J. Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Jones, Sir D.Brynmor(Swansea | O’Shee, James John Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) Parker, James (Halifax) | Thompson,J.W.H. (Somerset, E 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) | Thorne, William 
Joyce, Michael Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke | Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Kekewich, Sir George Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) | Toulmin, George 
Kelley, George D. Pickersgill, Edward Hare Ure, Alexander 
Kettle, Thomas Michael Pirie, Duncan V. Verney, F. W. 
King,Alfred John (Knutsford) Pollard, D-. Vivian, Henry 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James Price, C. E. (Edinburgh,Central | Walters, John Tudor 
Laidlaw, Robert Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E, | Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds, 8S.) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) Pullar, Sir Robert Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Lamont, Norman Rainy, A. Rolland Wardle, George J. 
Lehmann, R. C. Raphael, Herbert H. Waring, Walter 
Levy, Maurice Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Lewis, John Herbert Redmond, William (Clare) Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Lough, Thomas Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th | Waterlow, D. S. E 
Lundon, W. Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n | Wedgwood, Josiah (. 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes Richardson, A. Weir, James Galloway 
Lyell, Charles Henry Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) | Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) | Whitehead, Rowland 
Mackarness, Frederic C. Robinson, S. Wiles, Thomas 
Maclean, Donald Robson, Sir William Snowdon | Wilkie, Alexander 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Roe, Sir Thomas | Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Macpherson, J. T. Rose, Charles Day | Williams, Llewellyn(Carm’rth’n 
M‘Callum, John M. Rowlands, J. Wills, Arthur Walters 
M‘Crae, George Runciman, Walter Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) Russell, T. W. | Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough 
M‘Micking, Major G. Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) | Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Maddison, Frederick Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) Wilson, P. W. (St.Pancras, S.) 
Markham, Arthur Basil Schwann,Sir C.E.(Manchester) | Wilson, W. T.( Westhoughton) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) Seaverns, J. H. | 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) Shackleton, David James TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Massie, J. Shaw, Rt. Hon. 'T. (Hawick B.) Robert Balfour and Mr. 
Masterman, C. F. G. Sherwell, Arthur James Barnes. 
Meagher, Michael Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Menzies, Walter Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John | 

NOES. 
Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Anstruther-Gray, Major Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- Gordon,SirW. Evans-(‘T’r Ham. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Cecil,Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 


Ashley, W. W. Cochrane, Honn. Thos. H. A. E. Hamilton, Marquess of 
Balfour,Rt Hn.A.J.(Ciiy Lond. | Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. Helmsley, Viscount 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Craik, Sir Henry Hervey, F.W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’ds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Crean, Eugene Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Hogan, Michael 

Bottomley, Horatio Du Cros, Harvey Houston, Robert Paterson 
Bowles, G. Stewart Duffy, William J. Hunt, Rowland 

Boyle, Sir Edward Duncan,Robert (Lanark,Govan Keswick, William 

Bridgeman, W. Clive Faber, George Denison (York) | Kimber, Sir Henry 

Bull, Sir William James Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) Liddell, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- | Fardell, Sir T. George Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham) 
Carlile, E. Hildred Fell, Arthur Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Cave, George Fletcher, J. 8. Lowe, Sir Francis William 


-Cavendish,Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. Forster, Henry William MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
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M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Mason, James F.(Windsor) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Dowd John 

O’Hare, Patrick 

0’Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 





Ratcliff, Major R. F. 


Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Bill be committed to a Committee of 


{26 APRIL 1907} 


Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel | 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton Percy M. 

Tillett, Louis John 


239. 


the whole House.”—(Sir William Bull.) | 


Acland-Hood, Rt Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

3urke, E. Haviland- 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim, 8. 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Crean, Eugene 
Cross, Alexander 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fletcher, J. S. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H D. 


AYES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hervey,F. W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Liddell, Henry 

Long, Col.Charles W(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal, E.) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G.( Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Roberts,S(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


NOES. 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Bottomley. Horatio 
Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Bright, J. A. 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H.(Lancashire 


| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, A.Stanley,(York,E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Mitchell-Thomson and Vis- 
count Castlereagh. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 75; Noes, 
(Division List No. 148.) 


Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Straus, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson,W Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tillett, Louis John 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker,Col. W.H.(Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson,A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Bull_and Mr. Rem- 
nant. 


Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen( Renfrew, W. ) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, CH(Sussex,E Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 
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Dalmeny, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Duffy, William J. 
Duncan,\C.(Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 

Glendinning, R. G. 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt. Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth.R.L. (Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davis, T. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson.J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


{COMMONS} 


Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
Maddison. Frederick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Mond, A. 

Morsel L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson, CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
O‘Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Philipps, J.Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John(Norfolk,E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
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of the House. 


Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T, W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,SirC.E. (Manchester) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Robert Balfour and Mr, 
Barnes. 


Bill committed to a Standing Commit- | House without Question put, pursuant to 
| Standing Order No. 3. 


tee. 


And, it being after half-past Five of 
the clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes 





before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 29th April, 1907. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal | 
Assent :— 


1. Army (Annual). 

2. Portobello and Musselburgh Tram- 
ways (Port Seton Deviation) Order | 
Confirmation. 

3. Galwey’s Divorce. 

4. Byrne’s Divorce. 

5. Royal Insurance Company. 


Member. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


evision by the 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


~ House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 


s 


= hi ad laid upon the Table the Certificates 
= from the Examiners that the further 
Sti anding Orders applicable to the follow- 
; ing Bills have been complied with : South 
= W rales Mineral Railway ; Neath, Pontar- 


x dawe, and Brynaman Railway. 


Also the Certificates that the Standing 
> Orders applicable to the following Bills 
y have been complied with: Education 
: Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
: (London No. 1) [H.L.]; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


comnteneemcnt 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
. Table. 
+ York (Micklegate Strays) Bill [H.t.]. 
~ A petition of Messrs. Sherwood and Com- 
\ pany, of 7, Great George Street, West- 
+ minster, Parliamentary Agents, praying 
> for leave to present a petition of the 
= Freemen of the City of York, praying to 

‘be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
although the time limited by Standing 
Order No. 92 for presenting such petition 
has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table, and Standing Order No. 92 to 
be considered To-morrow in order to its 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition. 

Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven 


Construction and Working Company, 
Limited, Bill [H.L.]. Committed. 


Rawtenstall Corporation Bill; Taff 
Vale Railway Bill. Brought from the 
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| Commons, read 1, and. referred to the 

| Examiners. 

| West Riding Tramways Bill [H.L.]; 

Medway Lower Navigation Bill {H.1.}. 
Zeturned from the Commons agreed to. 





| Southend - on - Sea Corporation Bill 

I [H.L.]. Report from the Select Com- 

| mittee, That it is not expedient to 
| proceed further with the Bill ; read, and 


| ordered to lie on the Table. 


| Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [H.L.j 
|The Lord Bishop of Birmingham (in his 
| place) consented to the Bill. 


| Baines’ Name Bill [H.L.]; Royal Bank 
| of Scotland Bill [H.L.]; King ‘Edward's 
| Hospital Fund for London Bill [H.L.]. 


| Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons. 
| 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill [H.L.]. A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order made by the Board of 
Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Pwllheli, 
was presented by the Earl Beauchamp 
(for the Lord Granard (2#. Granard) ); 


read 1*; tobe printed ; and referred t»> 
the Examiners. (No. 40.) 
Land Drainage Provisional Order 


(No. 1) Bill (No. 38); Land Drainage 
Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill (No. 39). 
Brought from the Commons and read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. . 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill [H.1.} 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Board of Education under 
the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, to 
enable the London County Council 10 
put in force the Lands Clauses Acts, 
was presented by the Lord President 
(E. Crewe) ; read 1*; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners. (No. 37). 








Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, 
ete.) Bill; Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill. Message from 
the Commons that they have “ordered 
that the Committee appointed by them 
to join with the Committee of this 
House, to consider the said Bills, do 





meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee 
Room A., on Thursday next, at Three 
o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships. 


R 





468 Prohibition of Medical Practice 
PETITION. 


Companies Bill [H.1.}. 
amendment of; of Members of Stock 


Exchange ; read and ordered to lie on | 


the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FEE FUND OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 


had laid on the Table the Annual Account 
of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. 
The same was crdered to lie on the Table, 


and to be referred to the Select Com- | 


mittee on the House of Lords Oftices. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


{LORDS} 


Petition for | 
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| proceedings during the year ended 31st 
| March, 1907. 
SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (URBAN 
DISTRICT OF ACTON). 

Order made by the council of the 
urban district of Acton, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing 
for certain classes of shops within the 
urban district. 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 
Account showing receipts and ex- 
penditure on account of proceedings 
under the Companies (Winding-Up) Act, 
1890, during the year ended 31st March, 
1907. 
| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


No. 3769. United States (Porto Rico). | 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 


Annual Return of Volunteer Corps of | 


Great Britain, for the year 1906. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 
Report of the governors for the 
year ended 31st December, 1906, with 
accounts. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
Annual Report for the year 1906. 


VIVISECTION (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Second Report of the Commissioners, 
and minutes of evidence, February to 
March, 1907. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 
PARCEL POST: SPAIN AND 
BALEARIC ISLANDS). 


The Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post 


Amendment (No. 4) Warrant, 1907, 
dated 11th April, 1907. 
INDIA. 


Minute by the Secretary of State for 
India extending the term of Sir James 
Lyle Mackay’s office as member of the 
Council of India. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 (PROCEED- 
INGS). 
Account showing the receipts and 


| NEW BILL. 


Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment 
| Bill|H.L.]. A Bill toamend the Merchant 
|Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1906, was 
presented by the Lord Ampthill; read 
|14; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
| Tuesday the 7th of May next. (No. 36.) 


|; PROHIBITION OF MEDICAL PRACTICE 
BY COMPANIES BILL [H.c.}. 
[SECOND READING]. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp HYLTON : My Lords, in asking 
your Lordships to give a Second Reading 
to this Bill I hope to be able in a few 
sentences to convince you of the necessity 
for legislation of this character. The 
Medical Acts of 1858 to 1886 provide, in 
effect, that persons who are legally quali- 
fied, by having passed prescribed qualify- 
ing examinations, and by being registered 
in the Medical Register, can lawfully 
practice medicine, surgery, and midwifery 
throuzhout the United Kingdom and His 
Majesty's dominions elsewhere ; and the 
Acts impose disabilities oa persons who 
carry on medical practice without being 

duly qualified, and penalties on any un- 
| qualified person who falsely assumes the 
| designation of a legally qualitied medical 
| practitioner. 

| But it has, unfortunately, been proved 


expenditure on account of bankruptcy | that what it is illegal for a man to do 
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individually he can do by joining unto 
himself five, six, or seven other unqualified 
persons. It seems scandalous that such 
a state of things should be possible, but 
the General Medical Council, the body 
whose duty it is, under the Privy Council, 
to administer these Acts, find that this 
practice has not only taken root, but is 
spreading widely. From a document 
furnished to me by the General Medical 
Council it appears that the incorporation of 
these bogus medical and dental companies 
goes on steadily. A considerable number 
have been registered since the date of 
the Council’s last memorial to the noble 
Earl the Lord President of the Council ; 
two, at least, have been quite recently 
incorporated, and a circular has been 
actually widely distributed by a firm of 
company registration agents in which it 
is urged that unqualified doctors and 
dentists should avail themselves of incor- 
poration as a means whereby the pro- 
hibitions of the Acts may be entirely 
avoided, these prohibitions being else- 
where described as onerous. 


I have had furnished to me by the 
(reneral Medical Council a long list of 
these bogus companies. Many of them 
were included in the Return procured in 
the House of Commons by Sir John Batty 
Tuke, but there are others which, for 
certain technical reasons, were not in- 
cluded in that Return. I will not weary 
your Lordships by reading out the list 
of these companies. I might, however, 
quote one—the British Viavi Company. 
This company was incorporated in June, 
1899, and there was no qualified person 
among the original signatories. The 
company had its head office in Regent 
Street, and many local branches ; and the 
local agents gave applicants who applied 
to them printed instructions with the 
various preparations they sold. The 
treatment by this company has resulted 
in more than one coroner’s inquest. 
There was an inquest at Eastbourne in 
the year 1900, where the jury found, in 
effect, that this company was a fraudulent 
hody. The company brought an action 
for libel against one of the daily news- 
papers which reported this verdict, but the 
jury stopped the case and found at once 
for the defendants. ‘This company offers 


one of the most flagrant examples of the 
way in which fraudulent medical advice 
is offered to the poorer classes of the 
community, and the great object of this 
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Bill is to protect the poorer classes, who 
are more liable to be deceived by these 
sham doctors and dentists. 


Then there is the Macdonald Dental 
and Medical Company. This company 
was established in the north of England, 
and was registered at first as a dental 
company, but it found its operations so 
successful that it extended its work, and 
is now, I believe, established in many of 
our large towns. There is another com- 
pany to which the attention of the General 
Medical Company has been specially called 
—the World’s Dispensary Medical Associa- 
tion. Then there is Izod’s Eye and Ear 
Dispensary in Leeds. The principal 
partner, a man of the name of Izod, was 
prosecuted and fined, at the instance of 
the General Medical Council as a private 
individual for not being qualified. Im- 
mediately he had been fined he formed 
himself into a company, and has gone on 
practising ever since, and the General 
Medical Council find that he cannot be 
touched. But, even if these companies 
could be prosecuted and fined, they 
would at once go into liquidation and no 
practical result would accrue. There is 
also Sequah, Limited, and Warner's Safe 
Cure Company. At an inquest it was 
stated in evidence that this Safe Cure 
Company had given pernicious advice to 
unfortunate patients. 


by Companies Bill. 


Investigation at Somerset House shows 
that there are very few shareholders of 
these companies, and there is no money 
as a rule behind them. Only sufficient 
shares are subscribed to enable them 
to be formed. Your Lordships will 
naturally wonder why legislation has not 
already been initiated in order, on the 
one hand, to protect an honourable 
profession, and on the other, to prevent 
poor people’s health and lives being 
sacrificed. The General Medical Council 
are not to blame. They have endea- 
voured for several years past to induce 
successive Governments to take up this 
matter and to initiate legislation. They 
were so far successful that in the year 
1900 the noble and learned Earl Lord 
Halsbury, then Lord Chancellor, inserted 
two clauses into his Companies Bill of 
that session which would have effectually 
put a stop to these evils. Those clauses 
were accepted by your Lordships’ House 
and the Bill containing them went down 
'to the House of Commons. There, un- 


| fortunately, the clauses were struck out 
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for the reason that they were not germane 
to the Bill. Whether or not those clauses 
were germane to the Companies Bill of 
that year, the representatives of the 
medical profession, without exception, in 
the House of Commons, including Sir 
Walter Foster and Sir John Batty Tuke, 
and other Members such as Mr. Bryce, 
begged the Government of the day not 
to strike the clauses out. The month, 
however, was August. Both Houses of 
the Legislature were anxious, as they 
usually are at that period of the year, to 
get the business through, and in order to 
prevent any opposition the clauses were 
struck out and the Bill returned in that 
form to your Lordships, and it was im- 
possible at that late period of the session 
to re-insert the clauses. 


To show the general view of the medi- 
cal profession at this moment about the 
absolute necessity of something being 
done to stop this growing evil I will 
quote a very few w ords from The Hospital 
of 13th April. This medical journal 
says— 

‘* It is high time for the Legislature to inter- 
fere on behalf of honest citizens and for the 
protection, more especially, of the poorer 
members of the community. We are glad 
that a Bill has been introduced into the House 
of Lords on the subject. In short, the object 
is to prevent any person doing under the 
Companies Acts what it is at “present illegal 
for him to do as an individual.” 


Since Lord Halsbury’s Act of 1900 
became law the General Medical Council 
have not been idle in this matter, but, 
owing to a variety of causes, they have 
been unable to induce Government to take 
it up. They approached His Majesty’s 
present Government, and it was sug- 
gested that a private Member should 
bring in a Bill dealing with the matter. 
I confess that I wish the Bill had 
been in the hands of some Member 
more likely to be successful in pass- 
ing legislation than myself, but I am 
convinced that if your Lordships will look 
into this subject you will see that a very 
serious evil at present exists which it is 
desirable should be ended as speedily as 
possible. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(Lord Hylton.) 
THE 


Eart or HALSBURY: My 


Lords, I must say that, like the noble 
Lord Hylton. 


{LORDS} 
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Lord who has just sat down, I greatly 
lamented the fact that the House of 
Commons struck out the two clauses 
referred to from the Companies Bill of 
1900. But when that Bill came back to 
this House it was impossible, owing to 
the late period of the session, to insist 
upon the clauses being restored with- 
out running the risk of losing the Bill 
altogether. I can assure your “Lordships 
that at the time these clauses were intro- 
duced I received an enormous amount of 
literature pointing out that the provision 
made by the Legislature to secure the 
proper qualification of different classes 
of medical men had been completely 
evaded by people turning themselves into 
companies. In these circumstances I am 
surprised that so long a time has elapsed 
without that remedy being applied which 
I attempted to apply in the clauses which 
I added to the Companies Bill in 1900. 
I do not concur that it was quite proper 
to reject those clauses on the ground that 
they were not germane to the Bill. | 
thought at the time, and still think, that 
they were germane, because they con- 
stituted an attempt to prevent the 
machinery of the company law being 
used for such a purpose. ‘The objection, 
however, prevailed, and I regret that so 
long a period has elapsed before another 
attempt has been made to remedy the 
defect. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, the noble and learned Earl who 
has just sat down and the noble Lord 
who introduced this Bill have given the 
past history of this by no means unim- 
portant matter. I think what happened 
in the year 1899 was that the noble Ear! 
began by introducing a Bill dealing with 
this subject only, called the Companies 
(Medical Profession) Bill, and then it was 
thought better to attempt to incorporate 
the substance of that Bill in a general 
Companies’ Bill, but when the Companies 
Bill went to the House of Commons those 
clauses met with the fate which has been 
described. I believe, as a matter of fact, 
that when the Bill was before the Standing 
Committee in the House of Commons 
the clauses were left in by a large 
majority, principally consisting of those 
of our way of thinking, and that it was 
the noble Lord’s friends in the other House 
who got them struck out afterwards. But, 
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however that may be, it is satisfactory, T 
think, that the noble Lord has brought 
the question forward again{on the present 
occasion. 


This Bill, in our opinion, meets some- 
thing which really approaches a public 
scandal--namely, the possibility of evasion 
by unqualified people of the law relating 
to medical practice. It is important to 
point out, however, that this Bill is in 
one respect exceedingly drastic. Not 
only does it interfere with the proceedings 
of unqualified persons, but it also prevents 
the formation of a company which should 
employ fully qualified doctors to act for 
it. That is, no doubt, rather a strong | 
provision, but I think it is quite possible | 
to defend it on the ground that the 
relations between a doctor and his patient | 
are of so personal and intimate a char- | 
acter that it is not right that he should 
divide the responsibility ; that it ought 
to rest altogether on him individually, 
and that he ought not to be able to 
shelter himself behind the name of a. 





company; and I think it would be | 
generally agreed that the kind of | 


doctor who would allow himself to be | 
employed in that way by a company, | 
probably at a fixed salary, would be one 
of the derelicts of the profession, and 
that it would be just as well not to 
encourage the kind of practice which | 
would exist if such companies were 
allowed to be formed. 


The noble Lord, as I understand, is 
quite willing, and, indeed, desirous, that 
this Bill having been read a second time 
should be referred to a Select Committee. 
With that course we should fully concur. 
It is no doubt important to hear what 
is to be said on the other side, if there is 
very much to be said on the other side. 
We desire to avoid all hardship to 
individuals and any suspicion that we are 
dealing hardly with the kind of practice 
that obtains among the very poor. | 
think it is desirable, therefore, that the 
matter should be thoroughly thrashed 
out before a Select Committee, and I 
hope your Lordships will agree to the 
Second Reading of the Bill with that 


purpose. 


“On Question, Bill read 2° and referred | 
to a Select Committee. 


of Practice) Bill. 470 
DENTAL COMPANIES (RESTRICTION 
OF PRACTICE) BILL [H.L.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp HYLTON : My Lords, this Bill 
is entirely on all fours with the preced- 
ing one. There was a question, as | 
understand, whether it was more 
appropriate to put the two subjects 
in one Bill or divide them, and the 
General Medical Council expressed the 
desire that the subjects should be dealt 
with in separate Bills. I[ will not 
weary your Lordships by repeating the 
arguments which you have been good 
enough to consider worthy of recogni- 
tion in regard to the Bill to which 
you have just given a Second Read- 
ing. Your Lordships will observe that 
there is a slight difference in the two 


| Bills, and it is on a point upon which the 
‘noble Earl the Lord President of the 


Council remarked just now. This Bill 
does not propose to make it illegal for a 
company to practice dentistry provided 
that all the managers and assistants are 
duly registered dentists. It has been 
thought that there should be a distinction 
in this matter between dentists and duly 
qualified medical men. I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a second time. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 


—(Lord IT ylton. ) 


THE EArt oF CREWE: My Lords, 
this Bill, as your Lordships will see, is 
really complementary to the other, with 
the slight but not nnimportant difference 
mentioned by the noble Lord. I quite 
agree that it would be a_ hardship 
to prevent these dental companies from 


being formed, provided they employ 
registered and duly qualitied men. The 


| dentist is in a different position from the 


doctor in this respect, that he presides in 
his own torture chamber and very rarely 
invades the domestic circle. Therefore, 


| the arguments which apply to the doctor 


do not in the same way apply to him. I 
hope this Bill will also be read a second 
time, and I venture to suggest that it 
should be referred to the same Com- 


mittee as the previous Bill. 


On Question, Bill read 2* and referred 
to the Select Committee. 








471 
DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS AND PESTS 
BILL [H.1.j 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 


Salmon and Freshwater 


oF AGRICULTURE Anp FISHERIES | 


(Earl Carrincton): My Lords, the 
object of this Bill is to grapple with what 
might be a very serious difficulty in the 
agricultural world—namely, the intro- 
duction of a disease called the gooseberry | 
mildew. The disease has, I believe, 
appeared to some considerable extent in 
Worcestershire, and also in Ireland. 
Much consternation has been aroused in 
consequence, and there have been no 
fewer than ten Questions asked in the 
House of Commons on the subject. At 
present we have no power whatever to 
stop the introduction of this disease in 
any way. The disease, I believe, comes 
in the gooseberry canes that are intro- 
duced into this country in considerable 
number, and we have no power either 


nected with fisheries, and it may be that 
we have succeeded in bringing forward a 
Bill which is very much wanted and which 
will not receive much opposition. The 
object of the Bill is to give to local 
fishery boards powers for raising funds for 
the improvement and _ protection of 
fisheries. Netting in narrow waters will, 
under the Bill, be somewhat more re- 
stricted than is possible under existing 
arrangements, and provision is made for 
authorising local fishery boards, under 


{LORDS} 








> 


- 


Fisheries Bill. 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES BILL [H.L.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ng read. 


47 


| i 
| Eart CARRINGTON: My Lords, in 
| moving the Second Reading of this Bill I 
may say that we have been most anxious 


in the drafting of it to please everybody. 
We have taken every precaution to consult 


| the leading authorities and persons con- 





to stop the introduction of these canes, 
to single them out, or to destroy trees | 
in this country that are affected. There- | 
fore this Bill, though a small one, is of | 
considerable importance. 

The Bill provides that the Board of | 
Agriculture may make such Orders as 
they think fit to prevent the introduction 
or spread of any particular insect, fungus, | 
or other pest, and these Orders may pro- | 
hibit or regulate the landing of diseased | 
plants and may authorise the removal or 
destruction of any crop or plant on which 
the pest is found. Compensation may 
be given by the local authority of half 
value in the case of diseased crops and 
three-fourths value in the case of other | 
crops. Sub-section 2 of Clause 1 is 


necessary in order to avoid the necessity 
of having to lay the Order on the Table | 
for forty days before it becomes effective. 
In this matter instant action is essential, 
and I may add that a similar provision 
applies to Orders under the Diseases of 
Animals Act. There is a great desire 
among fruit-growers that legislation 
should be passed to enable this disease 
to be tackled, and I hope your Lordships 
will give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*. 
—(Earl Carrington.) 


On Question, Bill read 


a 
“9 


and com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 





proper restrictions, to set up fisheries 
along the sea-coasts by methods which, 
under the present law, would be illegal. 
It appeared to the Board that to endeavour 
to legislate on the same lines for all cases 
and all rivers would be very difficult, 
and, therefore, it has been thought 
preferable—and I hope your Lordships 
will agree that we were right in that— 
to proceed to regulate each river and 
group of rivers by means of a separate 
Provisional Order framed by the Board 


after all the parties have had an oppor- 


tunity of stating their views at a local 
inquiry. The Provisional Order, will, of 
course, require to be confirmed by 
Parliament, and the parties will, there- 
fore, have further protection in the right 


| to petition against the Order and to appear 


before the Committee. The Bill has been 
considered by the Salmon and Trout 
| Association of Great Britain, and is 
| believed to receive their cordial support. 
The Bill does not apply to Ireland or 
Scotland, nor to the Tweed ; but it does 
apply to the Esk River. Since I came 
to the House I have been asked whether 
the Bill interferes in any way with private 
rights. I can confidently assert that 
private rights under the Bill will in no 
way be interfered with. All private 
fisheries will remain as protected and as 
much the property of their owners as at 
the present moment. I hope the Bill 
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Fisheries Bill. 474 


will meet with the general approval of | be rendered more beneficial. It has been 
your Lordships, and I beg to move that | said that this is a matter for the Treasury. 


it be read a second time. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24,— | 


(Earl Carringion.) 


Lord ASHBOURNE : 


Is there any 


special reason why the Bill should not | 


extend to Ireland? The water in the 
Irish rivers is not very dissimilar from 
that in the English rivers. 


Eart CARRINGTON: I am unable 
to say why the Bill does not apply to 
Ireland. I can only repeat that it does 
not so apply. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: 
noble Earl will inform himself in 
matter before the next stage. 


Perhaps the 
the 


Eart CARRINGTON : 


a special fishery board of its own. 


'I can hardly think that that objection 
| will hold good, and I should be glad to 
receive some assurance from my noble 
| friend that when the Bill gets into Com- 
mittee he will bring forward some modi- 
‘fication, so as not to inflict the whole 
of the pecuniary burden of these applica- 
‘tions on the local bodies. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords 
|as a member of the committee of the 
Salmon and Trout Association, which has 
taken an active part in the preparation of 
this proposed legislation and in inducing 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries to 


| push it forward with all possible speed, I 
| should like to say that this Bill has met 


with cordial support from those who have 


| taken an interest in its preparation, and 


Ireland has | 


Lorp ASHBOURNE : Of course, there | 


must be special arangements for carrying | 


on the Irish fisheries, but have the 


authorities in Ireland been asked whether | 


they would like this Bill extended to that 
country ? 


THe Eart or HAREWOOD: My 
Lords, with the main provisions of this 
3ill I have no fault to find, and it is not 
until we come to Clause 6 that I venture 
to suggest an alteration. Clause 6 in- 
flicts upon the local fishery board making 
application under the Bill the whole of 
the pecuniary burden of the application. 
These fishery boards are many of them 
very small bodies with small resources, 
and the fact that they would have to 
bear the expense of making application 
to the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
under the Act would deter many of them 
from making application ; and unless they 
are relieved at least of some part of that 
liability, Clauses 2 and 4 of the Bill 
will be practically inoperative so far as 


many of the smaller boards are concerned. | 


The Bill was very fully considered at a 
recent meeting of the Yorkshire Fishery 
Board, of which I have the honour to be 
chairman, and this was the only fault 
found withit. Ican assure my noble friend 


that my only object in calling attention | 


to this matter is to enable the Bill to 


we must earnestly hope that it may be 
possible to pass it into law this session. 
There can be no doubt that improved 
fishery legislation is urgently wanted in 
this country. We are very much behind- 
hand in this matter. Indeed, we are not 
nearly so advanced scientifically as 
America, Germany, and, I believe, Japan. 
The noble Earl, in moving the Second 


Reading of the Bill, said he had endeav- 


oured to please everybody. I trust he 
has succeeded in doing so, because we are 
aware how conflicting are the interests 
affected in fishery legislation. I sin- 
cerely hope that the Bill may prove to be 
uncontroversial and that it may pass 
without opposition. 


There is one matter to which I should 
like to draw my noble friend’s attention— 
the fish-breeding industry. My noble 
friend has kindly consented to receive a 
deputation of fish breeders, which I 
shall have the honour of introducing, 
and I have only mentioned the matter 
to-day because I shall very likely put 
down Amendments in Committee with the 
view of meeting the grievances which we 
who take an interest in fish-breeding feel. 
Fish-breeding has increased very rapidly 
in this country in recent years, but in 
| this Bill no notice whatever is taken of it. 

All we ask is that the industry—it is 
rapidly becoming a commercial industry 
| —shall be recognised, that the legislation 
| shall be suited to it, and that we may not 
feel that we are absolutely ignoredfand 
that legislation which is passed for the 
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rivers is unwittingly allowed to do harm 
to fish breeders. There are many waters 
in this country which could be advanta- 
geously turned to profit for the purpose of 
fish breeding, and people are increasingly 


beginning to realise this fact. It is no 
longer a rich man’s hobby. Many 


thousands of pounds are being invested 
in the industry, and all we ask of Parlia- 
ment is that it should recognise the 
industry in future legislation. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, in spite 
of the assurance which has been given by 
the noble Earl that this Bill is designed 
for the purpose of pleasing everybody, I 
confess I feel some doubt as to whether 
it is so absolutely innocuous as has been 
described. If this Bill is such an admir- 
able and desirable measure, why are 
Scotland and Ireland deprived of its 
benefits ? I observed what I thought to 
be a slight inconsistency in the statement 
of the noble Earl. He said there was no 
intention whatever of interfering with the 
rights of private proprietors. I should | 
like to point out that the mere fact of | 
creating a water board is a very serious 
interference with the rights of private 
proprietors. It seems to me that under 
Clause 3 of the Bill it will be in the power 
of a person possessing a very insignificant 
portion of water to cause a considerable | 
amount of expense and trouble, and the 
result may be that proprietors who have 
spent a great deal of money and devoted | 
much attention to the improvement of | 
their fisheries may find their fisheries 
taken from their control and handed over | 
to the Board. In these circumstances, | 
and as the Bill is of a somewhat more 
complicated nature than might be sup- 
posed from the statement of the noble 
Earl the President of the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries, I trust that 
ample time will be given for the considera- | 
of the Bill before the Committee stage. 





Lorp BARNARD: My Lords, the | 
noble Earl the President of the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries stated that he | 
had consulted everybody interested before | 
bringing forward this Bill, but I should | 
like to point out that the fishery board | 
of which I have the honour to be chair- | 
man knew nothing of this proposed 
legislation until I brought it to their 
notice a few days ago. The noble Earl 


The Earl of Denbigh. 


| 
| 


{LORDS} 


Fisheries Bill. 476 
knows better than I do how many of these 
boards there are in England, and I should 
like to ask him whether my board was 
singular in not having been consulted. 
The fact that these bodies exist through- 
out the length and breadth of the country 
imakes me wonder why it was necessary 
to upset the existing boards and put new 
boards in their place. I confess that I 
have not been able to ascertain the reason 
for this. 


The noble Earl informed us that he pro- 
poses to give additional powers and 
facilities to the new boards. I should 
have thought that these new powers and 
facilities could have been equally well 
conferred upon the existing boards, and 
thus have avoided the expense to which 
my noble friend Lord Harewood alluded. 
The principal feature of the Bill, in my 
opinion, is that it proposes to reintroduce 
stake nets—what are known to the law 

‘ fixed engines.” The only member of 
my board who has ventured to express 
an opinion in regard to the Bill, and who 
has been a member of the board since its 
inception thirty or forty years ago, stated 
that, in his opinion, this was a most 
retrograde step. I think before such a 
proposal is agreed to this House and the 
country at large are entitled to have 
some further information as to why a 


method of fishing which has been 


| abolished for a great many years is to be 


re-introduced. I hope the noble Earl 
will not hurry on the Committee stage, 
but will give the various fishery boards 
an opportunity of considering the Bill. 


Eart CARRINGTON: In regard to 
the question brought forward by the 
Earl of Harewood, I do not think 
the expenses will be so very heavy as 
the noble Lord considers. _ If the inquiry 
is held by local people it is supposed 
generally that the expenses would cer- 
tainly be under £20, though of course if 
the inquiry were extended it would run 
into a great deal more money. I believe 
Provisional Orders in all cases are paid 
for by the persons who are interested 
in them, and therefore I cannot hold out 
any great hopes that we shall be able to 
meet the wishes of the noble Earl. The 
question of fish culture, to which Lord 
Denbigh referred, will be most carefully 
considered, and we shall be pleased to 
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477. = Salmon and Freshwater 
take any proposals of his on that sub- 
ject, on which he is so great an expert, 
into careful consideration. There is no 
wish to hurry the progress of the Billi, 
and, if the noble Earl desires it, we might 
leave the next stage till after Whitsun- 
tide.¥In reply to Lord Barnard, I regret 
that the board with which the noble Lord 
is concerned did not have timely notice 
of the Bill, but I think the question of 
stake nets is one of the details which 
might be relegated to the Committee 
stage. 


Eart CAWDOR: There was one 
point raised by my noble friend behind 
me which the noble Earl has not dealt 
with. Lord Barnard pointed out that, 
under the Bill, certain existing boards of 
conservators may be abolished, and he 
asked the noble Earl why the provisions 
of this Bill could not be carried out by 
the present boards. That seems to me | 
to go to the very root of the Bill, and | 
requires an explanation before we take | 
the Second Reading. | 





Kart CARRINGTON: It seems to 
most persons intimately connected with 
the fisheries that what is proposed in the 
Bill is a reasonable and proper way to | 
vet out of the difficulty that at present 
exists. If any better proposal can be 
brought forward from the other side of 
the House we shall be only too pleased to 
consider it. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: The | 
noble Earl has given no reason for the 
abolition of the existing boards. That 
question is a very important one, and it 
really goes to the principle of the Bill. 
lf the noble Earl is not in a position to 
give us an answer to that question 
to-day “l would suggest that the debate 
should be adjourned, and that on some 
future occasion he should inform us 
why he desires to take these powers. 
Existing boards of conservators, I 
imagine, view with some apprehension 
this power to abolish them, and they 
would like to know why such power is 
sought. If my Motion is agreed to I 
would “suggest that in the meantime the 
Bill should be circulated to all the boards 
concerned. 
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Moved, That the debate be adjourned’ 
—(The Earl of Camperdown). 


Kart CARRINGTON: I am quite 
prepared to accept that Motion. 


*Lorp HAVERSHAM: The whole of 
this question is settled by Clause 3. 
Under that clause the machinery of the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
cannot be put in motion except on the 
application of the conservators them- 
selves, or of the county council, or of the 
persons who are the owners of one-tenth 
at least in value of the private fisheries 
proposed to be regulated. Therefore, the 
machinery could not be put in motion 
unless the initiative came from those 
concerned. The Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries has no power of initiating 


| proceedings. 


THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 1 
would suggest that, as this Bill bristles 
with technical and difficult points, it 
might be desirable to circulate a Memor- 
andum dealing with some of them for the 
information of the House. That course 
is frequently adopted, and it seems to 
me that in this case it might have good 


| results. 





|. , THe Eart or DENBIGH: I do not 


know whether, having been in touch with 
those who prepared this Bill, I should be 
in order if I explained that the reason for 
transferring the powers of conservators 
under this Bill is that in many cases the 
boards of conservators have no riparian 
interests. It is solely with the view of 
improving the boards and securing the 
appointment of people better calculated 
to look after the interests of the fisheries, 
that this proposal has been brought for- 
ward, 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LorepurN) : I would point out that the 
change cannot be made except by Pro- 
visional Order, and, under the Bill, no 
Provisional Order can have any operation 
until it has been confirmed by Parlia- 
ment. Therefore, no existing board 
could be abolished except with the con- 
sent of Parliament. 
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Lorp BARNARD: Will the noble | importance are opposed by some of our 
Earl circulate the Bill to the various | newspapers, and if we were always to 


boards concerned 2 wait before bringing Bills into Parlia- 

ment until the Press had come to an 

Ear, CARRINGTON : Yes. agreement about them, we should be 
worse off than the Medes and Persians. 

On Question, debate adjourned. ee a ee 

ea mere question of paying taxes. We 


DISSEMINATION OF NEWS IN WAR TIME. | must put our house in order as well, 

Lorp ELLENBOROUGH : My Lords and pass laws which will enable those 
I rise to call the attention of the House | t@Xe8 to be spent to SCnae purpose. If, 
to the conclusion of a speech made in it while our laws remain unaltered, we 


by the First Lord of the Admiralty, | Were attacked or went to war in self- 
on the 13th July. 1906. in which he said | @efence, we should greatly increase our 
that— j ‘ chances of defeat, and should thoroughly 
“ His Majesty’s Government were anxious to | py a. cance tidy 6 bee 


deal with the question of publication of news : ; 
in war time in a way that would be both good | to a reasonable measure which would lie 


for the country and satisfactory to the Press, | dormant until war clouds gatliered round 
and I may add that, only a fortnight ago, the | yg | hope that the Government will 
Prime Minister. in another place, said the sub- Sidi diniie ; Qc-ntilie, wak toe 
ject would be dealt with early next session” ; | *4X@ Courage, grasp the nettle, and keep 

1 Lk the G | their pledge of last year. If they do so, 
a “0 as Re 1e Government A hat Steps they are certain of the support of the 
er are taking to carry out this under- | best portion of the Press, and of the 
enn | commonsense of the nation. 





As I have already brought this question | 
before your Lordships on four different) THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 


occasions, and as no one attempted to, ALTY (Lord Tweepmovtn): My Lords, 
dispute the facts or to refute the argu- |I entirely sympathise with the view 
ments that I then brought forward, I | which the noble Lord takes. It is quite 
shall not take up the time of the House | impossible for any man who holds the 
by much repetition of the same or similar | office that I do not to feel supremely 
facts and arguments. I have already alive to the danger of the dissemination 
quoted the opinions of Nelson, Wellington, | of news, either just before the outbreak 
and Napoleon, and I have touched on) of a war or during a war, which would 
the experiences of the Japanese war. | be an injury to our forces engaged in 
If it was necessary to do so, I think that | that war. 
I could find incidents proving the necessity | But, my Lords, I cannot quite go the 
of secrecy during hostilities in every | i é at Wllens  aetleibe 
war of which we have any historical | ee ee ney eee 
neeed , _I do not think it is possible to hold out 
; 'a hope of being able to deal with this 
Since I first raised this subject, I know | question absolutely immediately. In the 
of only one man who, either by his voice | first place there is a great number of Bills 
or by his signature, has attempted to/ blocking the path; it would be very 
prove that unrestricted freedom of) difficult to add to that number now, and 
publication of news should be permitted | it would be very difficult to pass the 
during war. Naval officers differ on) Bill that would be required without a 
many points, but on this point they all) considerable amount of discussion. | 
hold the same opinion and consider| think I can show, even by the recent 
legislation necessary. Of course one can | history of what has been done in regard 
scarcely expect the same degree of} to this question, that it is desirable that 
unanimity among journalists. But the! some further consideration should be 
better portion of the Press are in favour | given before a Bill is absolutely presented 
of an alteration in the law. In June|to Parliament. The British Press is, I 
last year the Newspaper Society appointed | think it will be agreed, greatly to be 
a sub-committee to draw up a draft) praised and greatly to be trusted for the 
Bill on the subject. All measures of! way in which it does check the publication 
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of news that is likely to do harm and cause 
danger to this country. 


I do not think the noble Lord gave a 
quite correct account of what was done 
last year. It is true that a com- 
mittee of the Newspaper Society was 
appointed last year, consisting of three 
distinguished gentlemen connected with 
the Press, together with the solicitor of 
the society. 
eight resolutions on which, they said, a 
Bill might be framed. 


at that meeting Mr. Walter moved this 
resolution— 


“ That this meeting cordially approves the 
action which has been taken by the Newspaper 
Society in appointing a sub-committee to confer 
with the Committee of Imperial Defence, fully 
endorses the principles accepted by the sub- 
committee to govern any legislation dealing 
with the dissemination of news in time of war 
and when war is imminent, and authorising such 
sub-committee of the Newspaper Society to 
continue to act and to consider any Bill that 
may be drafted on the subject.” 


But to that resolution an amendment 
was moved and carried as follows— 


“ That this meeting cordially approves the | 


action which has been taken by the Newspaper 
Society in appointing a sub-committee to confer 
with the Committee of Imperial Defence in 
regard to the principles that should govern any 
legislation dealing with the dissemination of 
news in time of war and when war is imminent, 
ind authori-es such committee of the News- 
paper Society to add to its members and to con- 
tinue to act and to consider any Bill that may be 
drafted on the subject.” 


A further resolution 
these terms— 

* That the conclusions of the sub-committee 
be submitted to a future conference before the 
Bili is introduced into Parliament.” 

I think it is very desirable that we should, 
as far as possible, carry the chosen 
representatives of the Press, most of 
whom, I think, are prepared to support 
such a proposal, with us, and the sug- 
vestion I make is that I should have a 


was passed in 


Bill drafted and referred to the law offi- | 


cers for their opinion. Then it would 
be referred to the sub-committee of the 
Newspaper Society, and, after that, it 
would be considered by the Newspaper 
Society itself. I believe this would be 
an effectual measure, and that it would 


do much to enable us to work with the 
representatives of the Press—a co-oper- | 


ation which I look upon as most im- 
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They met and drew up| 


The report of, 
this committee was referred to a general | 
meeting of the Newspaper Society, and | 
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| portant. We have no reason to think 
| that we shall not have the help of the 
| Press, and it is very desirable that we 
| should have them with us. I hope my 
| suggestion will receive the commenda- 


| tion of your Lordships. 


Eart CAWDOR: My Lords, I am 
| afraid we have not advanced quite so far 
| in this matter as the noble Lord held out 
hopes of last session. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It was not 


mv promise. 


Eart CAWDOR: No, but the noble 
|Earl quoted the Prime Minister’s ex- 
pression of his hope that a Bill dealing 
with this subject might be introduced 
early this session. I quite appreciate 
the very great difficulty of carrying that 
through, and I do not desire to press the 
matter unduly. If the noble Earl is 
of opinion that the course he has now 
suggested is the best course, I certainly 


shall raise no objection. I am only 
glad that we are taking some step 


towar 's the end we all desire to attain. 


THE TERRITORIAL ARMY. 

*THE Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I venture respectfully to put to the noble 
Earl the Under-Secretary of State for 
War the Questions standing in my name 
on the Notice Paper, namely— 

1. What is the earliest age at which a 
recruit will be accepted for the Territorial 
| Army ; 
| 
| 2. Will any youth under twenty be 
| reckoned as effective ; 
| 3. If so, what proportion of the 300,000 
/'men composing the Territorial Army 
| will be below twenty years of age ; 

4. What in the way of drill is the least 
‘that can be yearly required of a soldier 
‘in the Territorial Army ; 

5. Will this amount of drill render him 
|reliable and fit to meet picked Continen- 
tal troops ; 

6. If not, what further amount of drill 
will he be compelled to undergo, and when; 

7. When will the hoped for Territorial 
Army be in a position to be mobilised ; 
| 8. Within how many hours or days 
‘after the order to mobilise has been 
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received will it locally be ready to take 
the field equipped in all respects for 
war, including sufficient guns up-to-date. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Eart of Ports- 
mouTH): My Lords, in reply to the 


catechism of the noble Earl, I propose | 


to take Questions 1 and 2 together, and 


my Answer is that this is a matter which | 
will have to be discussed in the county | 
The | 


associations when they are formed. 
military authorities would like soldiers 


{LORDS} 


months will be undergone after embodi- 


to be not less than nineteen years of age | 


even for home defence. At present the 
age is seventeen. The noble Lord has, 
in his Question, taken the high standard 
of twenty years. It is true that that has 


been the standard in the past for service | 


abroad, but I may inform the noble 
Lord that the Army Council are now, 


strictly confidential. 


with their medical advisers, considering | 


whether the standard in the Regular 
Army for service abroad could not be 
made nineteen instead of twenty. Ques- 


tion 3 is obviously one I cannot answer, | 


because it must depend on the results 
of Questions 1 and 2, and, as I have said, 
Questions 1 and 2 are not yet settled. 
As regards Question 4, I must refer my 
noble friend to Clauses 14 and 16 of the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill. 
But I must add that the present provi- 
sion of those clauses is liable, and inten- 


tionally, in the drafting, made liable to | 
modification in Committee ; and, further- | 


more, that the details of the Order in 
Council provided for in Clause 14 have 
not yet been fully determined upon. 
Those are matters which 
sidered fully when the Bill is in Com- 
mittee in another place. My Answer to 
Question 5 is that it is not contemplated, 


and never has been contemplated, that | 
troops with this amount of training would | 


be either fit or expected to meet, unaided, 
as my noble friend presumes, picked 
Continental troops. 

*Toe Ear, or WEMYSS: May I ask 
what amount of training they will have 
to fit them to meet such troops ? 


THe Ear, or PORTSMOUTH: That 
is a very argumentative Question; but 
if my noble friend will put it in the form | 
of a Motion I will give him what in- 
formation I can. As regards Question 6, | 
further drill and training for at least six 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


will be con- | 
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ment after mobilisation is ordered. My 
Answer to Question 7 is when the county 
associations have been formed and a 
sufficient number of existing units of the 
Auxiliary Forces have been transferred. 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: When as 
| to time is that likely to be ? 


| THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: That 
depends on the progress of the Bill in 
Parliament. As regards Question 8, I 
am afraid that is a question I cannot 
deal with. It cannot be definitely stated, 
as details have not yet been fully ela- 
borated, but I would remind my noble 
friend that, even if these facts and 
figures were available, questions of mobi- 
lisation have always been regarded as 
I venture to 
it would be extremely doubtful whethe1 
any public advantage could ever be 
gained by making questions of that kind 
public. 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: I shall, on 
a proper occasion, call attention to the 
Answers of the noble Earl to my Questions. 
| I would like to hear from the noble Ear! 
the reason why at one time the Secretary 
of State for War said he would require 
| 700,000 or 900,000 Volunteers to %form 
| his Territorial Army, and now, when the 
Bill is introduced, he is satisfied with a 
force of 300,000 men composed of Militia, 


Yeomanry, and Volunteers. 


THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I am 
quite unable, off-hand, to make any 
Answer to that Question. 


say 


| THe Marogvess or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, we are obliged to the noble 
| Earl the Under-Secretary of State for 
War for the reply he has given to my 
noble friend, but I am sure he will permit 
me to make just one observation. On 
a previous occasion I ventured to ask 
the noble Earl, as representing the War 
Office in this House, whether the Govern- 
|ment would not consent to give us a 
| little more information in the form of a 
Memorandum as to how they proposed 
| that the new scheme should work, and 
| I was met by the noble Earl in the most 
friendly spirit. He was kind enough 
|matter of fact, shortly after that a 
to say across the floor of the House that 
he would do what he could, and, as a 








re 
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Memorandum was issued, and the noble 
Earl kindly sent me an advance copy. 
I am encouraged by my success, if it was 
my success, on a previous occasion to 
make anothe: suggestion on the same 
lines. 
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In reply to Question 4 the noble Earl 
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‘moment, but I hope the noble Earl will 


said that the amount of drill which would | 


be accorded to the Territorial Force 
would be determined by an Order in 
Council. It would not be regular for 
us to discuss in any detail the provisions 
of a Bill before the other House of 
Parliament, but one may say, generally, 
that a great deal in that Bill is reserved 
for provision by regulations or by Order 
in Council; so much so, indeed, that 
it is almost impossible to realise what the 
detailed effect of the measure will be 
unless we are privileged to see the kind 


of Orders in Council which the noble | 


Earl and the Army Council would 
advise His Majesty to issue. 
will they not, at any rate before 
your Lordships are called upon to 
discuss the Bill, prepare the kind of 
regulations and the kind of Orders in 
Council they propose afterwards to issue, 
in order that we may be informed of the 
sort of force they contemplate. I do not 
for a moment suggest that they should 
bind themselves absolutely, but so much 
is left to be afterwards filled in that 
without some such device as I have 
suggested Parligment never will be in 
possession of the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. 


The matter of drill is, of course, vital, 
for it is no use having an Army unless 
it has some modicum of drill ; and, as far 
as we can see, the drill of the Territorial 
Force is so small as to be utterly insuffi- 
cient. What we want to know, therefore, 
is precisely how the country will stand 
after the proposals of the Government 
have been agreed to—what kind ot force 
the country will really have to rely upon ; 
ond I do not think it is too much that we 
should press the Government to take 
the country into their confidence in the 
matter. Neither in this House nor in 
another place have the proposals of the 
Government been met in anything like a 
party spirit, and we are entitled, per 


Now | 


| posal that is. 


represent to the Army Council that some 
such information ought to be placed 
before Parliament in order that we may 
see how the scheme will work. 


The noble Earl said that a large part 
of the training which the Government con - 
sider necessary for the Territorial Force 
would be given after the declaration of 
war and when the force is mobilised. 
Everybody sees how perilous a pro- 
How can we be sure that 
the enemy will wait six months in order 
that the Territorial Force should be 
properly trained before they make an 
attack on our shores? Of course, if the 
noble Earl and his colleagues have 
private information which assures them 
that noenemy would dream of attacking us 
for six months, that would reassure the 
country ; but without that none of us 
can feel any confidence that this six 
months training after declaration of 
war meets the requirements of the 
country. That illustrates how necessary 
it is for the Government to take us into 
their confidence. 


THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I 
quite appreciate the triendly spirit in 


'which the noble Marquess has urged his 


contra, to a little confidence from the | 


Government, and to be told what is in- 
tended. I do not ask for a reply at this 


point, and I wish to assure him that 
the Secretary for War and myself realise 


'that the question of the Army is not 
|treated as a party matter; 


and, in 
dealing with it, we intend to proceed on 
the same lines. I cannot, of course, 
pledge myself in any way, but I shall be 
glad to convey the views of the noble 
Marquess to the Army Council. I can 
assure him that I appreciate most fully, 
as I am sure the whole of the members of 
the Army Council do, the grave question 
which he has raised as to the importance, 
if possible, of meeting the matter of 
drill before actual declaration of war. &, 


*THe Eart or WEMYSS: I wish to 

give notice that I shall take an early 
opportunity of calling attention to the 
Under-Secretary for War’s speech, and 
will endeavour to give the Answers to 
my Questions which my noble friend 
has declined to give. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OFCOMMONS. | Shanklin Gas Bill.—As amended, con- 
Monday, 29th April, 1907. sidered ; to be read the third time. 


— Borax Consolidated Bill [Lords]; 


KF The House met at a quarter before Devonport Corporation Bill [Lords].— 
Mites -of the Clock. Read a second time, and committed. 
1. = Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater 
COMMISSION. Canal) Bill [Lords] ; Middlesbrough ( ‘or- 
_ | poration Bill [Lords]; Mullingar, Kells, 
_ Message to attend the Lords Commis- | and Drogheda Railway Bill; Society of 
Sloners. Apothecaries of London Bill [Lords]; 
The House went; and, having re-| Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill 
turned : _{Lords]; Tees Conservancy Bill [Lords] ; 
Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier Bill 
[Lords].—Read a second time, and com- 
"mitted. 





Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
to— 

1. Army (Annual) Act, 1907. 

2. Portobello and Musselburgh Tram-| _ London County Council (Tramways and 


ways (Port Seton Deviation) Order Con- | Improvements) Bill.—Reported, with 
ieeetion Aet, 1007 Amendments; Report to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed. 


3. Royal Insurance Company’s Act, 
1907. 

4. Galwey’s Divorce Act, 1907. 

5. Byrne’s Divorce Act, 1907. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

| Petitions in favour: From Dunnikies ; 
| 
| 
| 





NEW WRIT. and Dysart; to lie upon the Table. 

For the County of Surrey (North- | r1quoR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) (SCOT. 
Eastern or Wimbledon Division) in the | LAND) BILL. 

room of Charles Eric Hambro, esquire | Petitions in favour : From Burntisland:; 

(Manor of Northstead).—(Sir Alexander | Corstorphine; Dumbarton; Dunoon; 

Acland-Hood.) Dysart; Ellenabeich; Glasgow (two); 

eee: | Kinghorn; Kirkcaldy (three); Kirtle; 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Largs; Pollokshaws (three) = Rothesay ; 


and Rutherglen; to lie upon the Table. 





PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING | SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED Petition of the Scottish Chamber of 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). Agriculture, against; to lie upon the 
Mr. SpeEAKER laid upon the Table} Table. 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 

previously inquired into, and which are | sen ; 

applicable thereto, have been complied | the Commissioners, and Minutes of 
with, viz. :—Manchester Corporation Evidence, February to March 1907, [by 

Tramways Bill [Lords]. Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

time. Copy presented, of Report of the 
Governors of Wellington College for the 

| year ending 3lst December, 1906, with 

London Railway Bill; Port Talbot Rail- | | Accounts [by Command]; to lie upon 

way and Docks Bill; South Eastern | the Table. 

and London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

wavs Bill.—Read the third time, and Copy presented, of Order made by the 

passed. ‘Urban District Council of Acton, and 





VIVISECTION (ROYAL COMMISSION). 
Copy presented, of Second Report of 





London and North Western Railway | 
(Superannuation F und) Bill; North East | 
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confirmed by the Secretary of State for | 
the Home Department, fixing the Hours | 
of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Urban District [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan 
Police and the Police Pension Funds for 
the year ended 31st March, 1907 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 132 ] 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). 


Copy presented, of Annual Return of 
the Volunteer Corps of Great Britain for | 
the year 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 3769 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
EAST INDIA COUNCIL (REAPPOINTMENT 

OF SIR JAMES LYLE MACKAY). 

Copy presented, of Minute by the 
Secretary of State for India, extending 
the term of Sir James Lyle Mackay’s 
office as Member of the Council of India 
(by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 

Copy presented, of Twenty-fifth Report 
of the Royal University of Ireland, 
being for the year 1906 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

LOAN FUND BOARD (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixty-ninth Annual 
Report, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONTAL 
PARCEL POST). 

Copy presented, of the Foreign and | 
(Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 4) | 
Warrant, 1907, dated 11th April, 1907 
|by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

INTER-IMPERIAL TRADE. 

Return presented, relative — thereto | 
jordered 18th April; Mr. Harold Coz] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 133.] 

RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 
1888. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade, under Section 24 (4) 
of the Act, on the Schedule of Maximum 
Tolls and Charges to be made applicable 
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to the New Junction Canal, authorised by 
the Aire and Calder and River Dun 
Navigation Junction Canal Act, 1891 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 134.] 


| BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE AND 


INDUSTRY. 

Return ordered, ‘‘ showing, for each of 
the years 1904 to 1906, the value of the 
imports, exports (British and Irish), and 
re-exports of articles wholly or mainly 
manufactured, distinguishing, so far as 
possible, (a) articles completely manu- 


| factured and ready for consumption ; (5} 


articles manufactured but requiring to 
pass through some process of adaptation 
or combination before entering into 
consumption ; (ce) articles partly manu- 
factured (in continuation of the informa- 


| tion given in the second series of Memor- 


anda, &c., relating to British and Foreign 

Trade and Industry, Cd. 2337, of Session 

1904).”—(Mr. Murray Macdonald.) 
CASUALTIES TO SHIPS. 

Return ordered, “of Casualties to 
Ships on the Navy List, viz.: (1) Casu- 
alties to ships, including all cases of 
collision or grounding; (2) Casualties to 
engines, during the year ending the 31st 
day of December, 1906, showing the date, 
the name, and class of the ship damaged, 
the nature of the accident, time under 
repair, and the result of any inquiry 
that may have been held into the circum- 
stances, specifying if a court-martial 
was held (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 319, of Session 1906).”— 
(Mr. Bellairs.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Income Tax Assessment Forms. 

Sr WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if it is by his direction that 
on the 23rd instant Income-Tax forms 
of returns were delivered by hand 
throughout the City of London, 
demanding particulars of the number 
of officials, their salaries, and other 
details, employed by each company 
for the year ending 5th April, 1908, on 
the old forms of 1907, showing none o 
the proposed abatements. 
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(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Such 


forms have been issued in the course 
of the regular annual procedure. It is 
impossible for the Inland Revenue either 
to anticipate the decisions of Parliament 
or to arrest the whole machinery of 
assessment until those decisions have 
been finally reached. When that has 
been done, the necessary measures for 
correction and adjustment will be taken. 


Irish Police and Cloveneden Hibernians’ 
Bands. 


Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that on the 28th January, 1907, 
the authorities of Dublin Castle, in 
response to a petition from the Catholic 
inhabitants of the townland of Clovene- 
den, in the parish of Loughall, in the 
county of Armagh, stated that they 
had issued instructions to the local 
police that the Cloveneden band of the 
Ancient Order of Hibernians should be 
permitted to proceed from the Hibernian 
Hall via a bye-road, passing the Catholic 
curate’s house, to the county road 
leading to the Catholic chape!; that on 
the 18th March, 1907, a force of forty 
police, under the command of Inspector 
Hussey, contravened these instructions, 
refusing to allow the band to take this 
route, compelling them to go by a 
swampy track by the Moy Road to 
Armagh, three miles out of their way ; 
that on that date the Orangemen were 
permitted to parade all day up and 
down on the road leading to the Catholic 
chapel with sticks and firearms, the 
police looking on; and that on the 25th 


of the same month (a holiday) the police | 


again refused to allow the band to go 
in procession from their hall to the 
Catholic chapel stating that they would 
use physical force to prevent the band 


so doing, though the Hibernians had | 


fulfilled the request of Dublin Castle 
that due notice of the procession should 
be given to the police authorities; and 
whether he will take steps to secure 
that in future Catholics will be permitted 
the use of the King’s high road, in con- 
formity with the Law of the land and 
the instructions of Dublin Castle. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The in- 


structions to the police are as stated in 
the Question, but they apply solely to 
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occasions on which the band is about 
to proceed to or towards the Catholic 
chapel. The band has been distinctly 
informed that it cannot be allowed to go 
in the opposite direction, namely, over 
Cloveneden Hill, which would be both an 
unnecessary and provocative proceeding. 
The members of the band gave notice to 
the police that they intended to go to 
Armagh on 18th March. The police 
refused to permit them to proceed by 
the route over Cloveneden Hill, and 
required them to go by an alternative 
route which is somewhat shorter. The 
route which the band was obliged to 
follow is in bad repair, but the other 
route is in a similar state. There is no 
foundation for the statement that the 
Orangemen were permitted to parade 
all day on the road leading to the Catholic 
chapel. It is not the fact that on 25th 
March the police refused to allow the 
band to proceed to the chapel; on the 
contrary, arrangements had been made 
to send a large force of police to protect 
the procession, but the procession was 
abandoned. The band can proceed by 
a direct route to any destination without 
passing over Cloveneden Hill, and in 
doing so will receive full protection 
from the police. For the reasons already 
stated, it cannot be permitted to pass over 
Cloveneden Hill. 


Questions. 


Iron and Steel Imports into Canada— 
Duty on British and Foreign Goods. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the President to the Board of Trade 
what iron and steel manufactures are 
imported free of duty under the new 
Canadian tariff if imported from the 
United Kingdom or a British Possession 
and are dutiable if imported from a 
foreign country. 

(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) In 
order to benefit by the preference 
accorded to British goods under the 
new Canadian tariff it is requisite that 
the goods shall be the produce of, and 
not merely imported from, the United 
Kingdom or a British Possession. The 
following is a list of the iron and steel 
/manufactures enumerated in the tariff 
'which are free of duty on importation 
if the produce of the United Kingdom 
_or a British Possession, but which are 
‘dutiable if the produce of a foreign 
‘country :—Rolled iron or steel and cast 
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steel, in bars, bands, hoop, scroll, strip, 
sheet, or plate, of any size, thickness, 
or width, galvanised, or coated with 
any material or not, and steel blanks for 
the manufacture of milling cutters, 
when of greater value than 34 cents. 
per pound. Rolled iron or steel sheets 
and strips, polished or not, number 14 
gauge and thinner, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, Canada plates, Russian iron, 
terne plates and rolled sheets of iron 
or steel coated with zinc, spelter, or 
other metal, of all widths or thicknesses 
not otherwise provided for, and rolled 
iron or steel hoop, band, scroll, or strip, 
number 14 gauge and thinner, galvanised, 
or coated with other metal or not, 
not otherwise provided for. Seamless 
steel tubing, valued at not less than 34 
cents. per pound, rolled or drawn square 


tubing of iron or steel, adapted for use | 


in the manufacture of agricultural imple- 
ments; steel balls, adapted for use on 
bearings of machinery and_ vehicles. 
Wire, crucible cast steel, valued at not 
less than 6 cents. per pound. 


Wages in Spinning Factories in Lancashire | 


and Belfast. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To | 


ask the Secretary to the Board of 


Trade whether he can state the com- | 


parative wages paid in Lancashire and 
in Belfast to male operatives and to 


female operatives in spinning factories ; | 
§ | Law. 
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Use of Clogher Courthouse for Foresters’ 
Concert. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the High Sheriff of Tyrone 
has refused the use of the courthouse 
at Clogher for a concert in connection 
with the National Foresters’ Society on 
the ground that the purpose is political ; 
whether the courthouse is maintained 
out of the public rates; and, seeing that 
it is the only public building in the town, 
if there is any way of securing its use 
in the future, as in the past, for all sec- 
tions of the people. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have re- 
ferred this Question to the High Sheriff 
of county Tyrone, who informs me that 
he has received an application from a 
national band for the use of Clogher 
Courthouse for a concert, and has refused 
it on the ground that the concert was to 
be held for the promotion of party 
| politics. The courthouse is maintained 
out of the rates. The custody and con- 
trol of county courthouses is entirely 
vested in the high sheriff of the county, 
jand under the Law as it stands the 
Government have no power to interfere 
| with the high sheriff's discretion as to 
the purposes for which he may permit 
a courthouse to be used when not re- 
| quired for the administration of the 








and whether he can give any statistics | 


as to the wages paid in Belfast in other 
industries compared with wages paid 
in the same industries in cities in England. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) Spinners 
in the cotton trade in Lancashire are 
mostly men, while in the linen trade in 
Belfast they are mostly women. The 
latest available official statistics giving 
information as to the earnings in these 
two trades, in which the system of piece- 
work prevails, is contained in the Report 
on Wages in the Textile Trades (Cd. 
5807 of 1889). A general inquiry by 
the Board of Trade into earnings is now 
in progress which will give information 
on this subject. As regards trades in 
which piece wages are not the prevalent 
system of payment, reference may be 
made to the recently issued Report on 
Standard Time Rates of Wages at 
October, 1906 [Cd. 3245]. 


VOL. CLXXIII. [FourtH SExies.] 


Convictions of Soldiers on Foreign 

ervice. 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, with 
reference to the Annual Report on the 
Army [Cd. 3365], page 81, what were 
the rank and corps of the seven men 
serving abroad who were sentenced to 
penal servitude during the year ending 
| 30th September, 1906; will he give in 
| each case the offence or offences for which 
|each man was tried, the sentences in- 
| flicted, and when, where, and by whom 
| they were tried, and also the names of 
‘the persons who confirmed the sen- 
| tences; whether the evidence has since 
| been submitted to the Judge Advocate 
|General; and if he sanctioned each 
_ sentence. 


| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane). 


| The following are the particulars asked 
for :— 
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Except in the Indian cases the proceedings were passed by the Judge Advocate General. 
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The Auxiliary Forces and the New Army 
Scheme. 


Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether he intends to do 
away with any Volunteer battalions under 
the new scheme, or change the nature 
of any of the units of the Auxiliary Forces ; 
and, if so, whether this duty will be rele- 
gated to the county association. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Under the scheme it is proposed that 
the Army Council shall notify its require- 
ments for each locality to the county 
associations. The associations will then, 
in conjunction with the Army Council, 
work out the most suitable arrangements 
to meet those requirements, which will 
involve in many cases the changing of the 
nature of existing units in the Auxiliary 
Forces. 


Ecclesiastical Disorders. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that dis- 
orders continue in the Church of England, 
and that the archbishops and bishops 
have failed to take such steps as are 
necessary to enforce compliance with the 
law; and whether he will advise the 
withdrawal of the Letters of Business, 
recently issued to the Houses of Convo- 
cation, until such compliance has been 
enforced by the archbishops and bishops. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) It is common knowledge 
that such disorders exist, and that the 
episcopal authorities have not enforced 
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of the Royal Commission on Motor Cars, 
which reported in July, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
cannot at present make any announce- 
ment with regard to this matter. 


St. Lucia Riots—Nearest Warship. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty what was the distance 
between the nearest available warship and 
the scene of the riots in St. Lucia on 
Tuesday, 23rd April; and how many 
of His Majesty’s warships were within 
two days steam of the island on that date. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
1,130 miles is the reply to the first part 
of the Question, and none to the second 
part. I may add that H.M.S. “ Inde- 
fatigable ” left Jamaica for Santa Lucia 
at noon on Sunday, 28th, a voyage of 930 
miles. 














Erosion of Bottom Plates of H.M.S. 
** Antrim.” 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that in the bottom 
plates of H.M.S. “ Antrim,” completed 
two years ago, serious erosion has set up ; 
and, if the facts are as stated, whether 
any explanation can be offered, and 
whether any investigation has been held. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Reports have been received of somewhat 
extensive pitting and oxidation in the 
bottom of the “Antrim.” Steps were 
immediately taken to deal with the 
matter, and according to the latest 
report the pitting has been arrested on 





complete compliance with the law. I 
am unable to adopt my hon. friend’s | 
suggestion. Even if it were practicable 
I doubt if it would be effective. 


one half of the ship, and the other half 
will be similarly treated. An investiga- 


tion has been held, and a Report received 


' to the effect that the cause of the pitting 


| cannot yet be definitely stated, but the 


Royal Commission on Motor Cars— 
Government Action. 


| question is still under consideration. 


CoLoxeL WARDE (Kent, Medway):  Re-decoration of British Museum Reading 


To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can yet announce | 


when action will be taken as the result | Lonsdale) : 


oom. 
Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
To ask the First Commis- 


S 2 
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sioner of Works why the firm now re-|lay the Memorandum upon the Table 

decorating the reading room of the | if my hon. friend will move for it. 

British Museum has been required to | 

specify that the gold-leaf to be employed | Completion of the Calcutta Memorial. 

shall be of British manufacture. | Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): To ask 
| the Secretary of State for India whether 

(Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) Because | the sum of £300,000 was subscribed more 

it was supposed to be of more lasting | than five years ago for the construction of 

quality. the monument to Her late Majesty to be 
| known as the Calcutta Memorial ; whether 


Plague Precautions in India poner monument is under construction ; 


Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex and on what date it is expected to be 


Brentford): To ask the Secretary of | completed. 


State for India, what action has been | 
taken by the Government in regard toa, (Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
deputation of the Royal College of | The Answer to the first part of the Ques- 
Physicians, in May, 1905, to the Secretary | tion is in the affirmative. The monu- 
of State for India, pointing out the | ment is under construction. It is not 
danger of the plague and recommending | known when it is likely to be completed. 
certain measures to be taken; and | 
will he lay upon the Table the Memo- | Irish Labourers’ Cottages. 
randum of the College of Physicians. = Mp, CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
| To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) | Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is within 
Some delay, which I regret, has occurred | the power of a rural district council and 
in this matter. The Memorandum the Local Government Board to sanction 
reached India at a time when the Govern- | the erection of a cottage under the 
ment of India had called for and were | Labourers Acts where the applicant’s 
awaiting Reports by the local govern- | present cottage is sanitary, but owing to 
ments on the subject of plague remedies, | its small size and the number of the 
based on the personal experience of their | applicant’s family, the ordinary decencies 
officers. These Reports, which are very | of life cannot be observed. 
voluminous, were dealt with in a pub- | 
lished resolution by the Government of | (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Answer 
India of the 17th January, 1906, laying | to this Question would depend upon the 
down in detail a complete policy for | circumstances of the particular case. 
dealing with plague. This policy in its Under Section 4 of The Labourers (Ire- 
preventive features is in practical ac- | land) Act, 1883, a labourer’s cottage may 
cordance with the Memorandum of the | be provided when the applicant’s existing 
Royal College of Physicians. The Gov- | house is unfit for habitation owing to the 
ernment of India have since considered, | want of light, air, ventilation, or proper 
in communication with the local govern- ; conveniences. 
ments, the recommendations of the | 
Memorandum for a special medical or- | Pastiamentary Electors Struck off Roll 
ganisation for dealing with plague. Their | for Non-payuient of Poor Rates. 
scheme has not yet been definitely for-| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
mulated, but I understand that the | To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
sanitary service will be strengthened by | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
employing a large number of qualified | consent to a Return being furnished by 
Natives of India. I shall be happy to | the collectors of the poor rate in Ireland 
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setting forth, according to constituency 
or Parliamentary division, the number of 
persons struck off the voters’ lists at the 
revisions of 1905 and 1906 by reason of 
the non-payment, within the statutable 
time, of the poor rate payable out of their 
qualifying premises ; and also the number 
of such persons who in both years subse- 
quently paid to the collectors the full 
amount of the rates due. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board have made inquiries 
as to the possibility of obtaining this 
Return, and they have come to the con- 
clusion that it would be impossible to 
procure it with anything like accuracy, 
for in many cases poor rate collectors’ 
districts extend into more than one 
Parliamentary division. Moreover, the 
collectors have not been required to keep 
records of the persons objected to, and 
the labour involved in making the 
necessary searches through the rate books, 
both as regards objections and subsequent 
payments, would be so great that it might 
seriously interfere with the collection of 
the current rate. The Government will, 
however, consider whether it may be 
possible to arrange that rate collectors 
should keep records of the number of 
persons struck off the voters’ lists at this 
year’s revision by reason of non-payment 
of poor rate. 


Appointments to Messengerships in the 
rish Office. 


Sm SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
appointments have been made to per- 
manent messengerships at the Irish Office 
since January, 1906; and what was the 
occupation of the individual men prior to 
appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) No such 
appointment has been made since January, 
1906, at the Irish Office in London. One 
appointment has been made at the Chief 
Secretarv’s Office, Dublin Castle. The 
previous occupation of the man appointed 
was that of a constable in the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Carrick-on-Shannon Disturbances. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): To 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the House any information respecting 
the riotous proceedings at Carrick-on- 
Shannon on Thursday last, and state 
whether any persons have been arrested 
in connection with the disturbances. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) On the 
occasion in question, which was market 
day in Carrick-on-Shannon, several con- 
tingents with bands attempted to enter 
the town, with the object, as the police 
believed, of intimidating persons who had 
taken grazing lands. The police warned 
the persons concerned that they would 
not be allowed to enter the town, and, 
upon their persisting, prevented them 
from doing so. Some disturbances took 
place, but the police succeeded in achiev- 
ing their object. No arrests were made, 
but the evidence available against certain 
persons is under consideration, with the 
object of deciding its sufficiency to grourd 














ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 





a prosecution. 


Enlistment in the Militia prior to passing 
of Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill. 
Lorp J. JOICEY-CECIL (Lincoln- 

shire, Stamford): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether a man enlisting 
in the Militia, before the Territorial and 
Reserve Forces Bill passes into Law, will 
be entitled to receive the same pay, 
allowances, bounty, and articles of cloth- 
ing as at present for the whole time, six 
years, of his enlistment ; or, if not, for 
what portion thereof. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
A man enlisting in the Militia before the 
Bill becomes Law will come under Clause 
28, and if he does not consent to serve 
under the new conditions he will, if called 
up for training as a Militiaman, receive 
the pay and allowances for which he 
contracted. 


Employment for Workmen discharged 

from Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he has reason to believe 
that the state of the labour market is such 
that the workmen discharged or about to 
be discharged from Woolwich Arsenal will 
generally be able to obtain employment 
in this country ; and, if not, whether he 
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will be disposed to consider the practica- | 


bility, in the case of skilled workmen of 
long service, of affording in the case of | 
those who desire it pecuniary facilities for | 
emigration to those of our Colonies where | 
a demand for a similar class of labour | 
obtains, or, if this be impracticable, to | 
make some grant by way of bonus in 
order that they may be supported for a 
reasonable time while seeking employ- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
There is reason to believe that skilled 
workmen, and especially mechanics, will 
be able to obtain employment in this 
country without difficulty. Workmen 
who have more than seven years service 
in the Ordnance Factories are, when dis- | 
charged on reduction, entitled to a bonus 
of one week’s wage for each year of service. 
There are no funds at my disposal from 
which pecuniary aid of the nature sug- | 
gested in the Question could be granted. 


Finance Act, Section 20, and the 
Transvaal. 
CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): To ask the Under-Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies why the provisions | 
of Section 20 of the Finance Act of 1894 | 
have not been made applicable to the | 
Transvaal. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) Section | 
20 of the Finance Act, 1894, cannot be | 
applied to the Transvaal unless and until 
the law governing the levying of estate | 
duty in that Colony has been modified. | 
This has not been found practicable | 
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view of the matter will be taken by the 
new Government. 


The White Slave Traffic. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign A’ airs whether it is the inten- 
tion of His Majesty's Government to lay 
upon the Table any Papers relating to the 
third International Congress for the sup- 


| pression of the white slave traffic, held at 


Paris in October last. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The Answer to the Question is in 
the affirmative. Papers will be laid in the 
course of the next few days. 


Land under Crops in Great Britain, 


| Belgium, France, Germany, and Ireland. 


Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether the statistics in his 


| possession of the percentage of land under 


crops in Great Britain, Belgium, France, 


| Germany, and Ireland, distinguish be- 


tween hay land, pasture land, and land 
yielding grain, root, and green crops. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The Answer is in the affirmative, except 
that in the case of France the statistics 
do not distinguish between hay and 
pasture land. Treating the expression 
“hay land” as applying only to perman- 
ent grass, excluding clover and rotation 
grasses cut for hay, the percentages to 
the total area under (including 
pasture and rough grazings) are approxi- 


cTOps 




















hitherto. I cannot at present say what | mately— 

Peas 

Hay Land. Pasture Land. Grain, root, and 
green crops. 

| 
Great Britain, - = - 10 56 34 
Belgium - - = 13 13 74 
France - - : ; es = 89 
Germany” - . 3 17 8 75 
Ireland - - - - 11 65 | 24 
It must be remembered that the| years, except in the case of Great Britain 


figures for each country relate to different ' and Ireland. 
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Removal of Plant Houses and Forcing 

Frames from Kensington Gardens. | 

Srr GEORGE FARDELL (Paddington, | 
8.): To ask the First Commissioner of | 
Works if he can state when the plant 
houses and forcing frames for the plants 
required for the service of the Royal 
parks, which stand in Kensington Gardens 
and spoil the architectural effect of the 
Palace and of Wren’s orangery, will be 
removed to the enclosure in Hyde Park, 
the area occupied at present by the houses 
and frames, when vacated, being laid out 
as an ornamental garden, an improve- 
ment foreshadowed in the Answer given 
by his predecessor in office on 22nd 
February, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) As J 
stated in the discussion on my Estimates, 
I hope to be able to carry out this work 
at the end of this year ard to undertake 
the ornamental garden next year if funds 
are provided. _ 


Guardians as Magistrates Adjudicating 
in Poor Law Cases. 

Mr. BRUNNER (Lancashire, Leich) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the practice of certain 
magistrates of adjudicating in cases 
where, as guardians of the poor, they are 
prosecutors ; and whether he will cause 
a circular to be issued intimating the | 
undesirability of the practice. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I have no information to show that any | 
circular on this subject is called for. I 
may point out that there is nothing to 
prevent magistrates who are guardians 
adjudicating in such cases, provided that | 
they were not present at the meeting of 
guardians at which the resolution to | 
prosecute was passed, | 


Hours of Labour in Mines. 

Mr. GLOVER (St. Helens): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it is the intention of 
the Government to bring in a Bill to! 
shorten the hours of labour in mines, and 
to pass it into law this session of Parlia- 
ment; and when the Government will ; 
introduce the Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
As I have already stated, the Government | 
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hours of labour in mines as soon as 
possible after the Departmental Com- 
mittee has reported, and to pass it into 
law without any unavoidable delay. Its 
progress, however, must of course depend 
largely on its reception by the House and 
upon the state of public business. 


Sentence for Theft of Ink-pot at Parlia- 
ment Street Post Office. 


Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, Market 
Harborough): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the case of 
John Baines, a dealer, who, on Wednes- 
day, 24th April, at the Central Criminal 
Court, was sentenced to twelve month’s 
hard labour for the theft of a metal ink- 
pot from the Parliament Street Post 
Office; whether there were any previous 
convictions proved against the prisoner ; 
and if not, whether he will take the matter 
into consideration with a view to satisfy- 
ing himself that the sentence was not 
unduly severe. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
My attention has not previously been 
called to the sentence passed upon this 
man. His record shows previous con- 
victions of a serious character, but I will 
inquiry whether these 
convictions were proved in court. 


Cost of Upkeep of Harrow School. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD (Lei- 
cester): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether he can give 
in detail the amount of endowments 
spent during the last three years in the 
upkeep, including the cost of buildings, 
of Harrow. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I hope 
to be in a position very shortly to furnish 
the hon. Member with a statement as 
to the endowments of Harrow School 
and their application. 


Age-Limit in the Post Office, Excise, Taxes 
and Customs Departments. 

Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
at what age and under what regulations 
and conditions officials in the Post Office, 
the Excise, Taxes, and the Customs 
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Departments, respectively, are called 


upon to retire after reaching sixty years | 
| Bank, and how many have been pro- 
‘moted to the higher grade and First 


of age. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) In 
all Departments of the public service 
an established officer may be called 
upon to retire at the age of sixty. Reten- 


tion beyond this age depends upon | 


efficiency ; but retirement is compulsory 
in ordinary cases at the age of sixty- 


five. These rules are acted upon in! 
| House, and how many have been pro- 


the Departments refered to in the Ques- 
tion, but it is the practice of the Board 
of Inland Revenue to require all officers 
to retire at the age of sixty-two, pro- 
vided they have completed forty years of 
pensionable service and that their retire- 
ment at this age is not thought to be 
detrimental to the public interest. 


Promotion of Second Division Clerks. 
Mr. CLELAND : To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury how many clerks who 
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clerks, under the Order in Council 21st 
March, 1890, are employed in the Savings 


Division, respectively; what was the 
average length of service, and to what 
scale of salary were they entitled on 
promotion; how many clerks who 
entered the service as Second Division 
clerks, appointed under the Order in 
Council 21st March, 1890, are employed 
in the Estate Duty Office, Somerset 


moted to higher grade and the First 
Division, respectively ; and what was 
the average length of service, and to 
what scale of salary were they entitled 
on promotion. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
informed that the statistics asked for 
respecting S:cond Division clerks who 
entered the service under the Order 
in Council of 2ist March, 1890, are as 











entered the service as Second Division follows :— 

Number | Hie! | Promotions | Length of 
Office. | Lae to First engi OF | Seale of Salary. 
a Grade. Division. st ia Service. 
| ly | 
ears. | 
Post Office Savings | | 
Bank Department 460 1 — | 1d | £250-£350 

| | | 

Estate Duty Office - | 101 — 9 |nearly 12 £150-£300, and 
| thence subject to 
| | | efficiency, to £500 
| 
| 








Issue of Vaccination Order. { 
Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : | 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board if he will state the reasons 
for delay in issuing the Vaccination 
Order, which, on the 14th February, 
he stated in the House was to be circu- 
lated in a few days; and if he will name 
a day by which the Order in question 
may be expected to appear. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Some 
questions of difficulty have arisen in 
settling the details of the Order which 
have delayed its issue. These will, I 


hope, be very shortly surmounted and 





the Order will then be issued. 





Revenue Restrictions on Manufacture of 
Rum and Brandy. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what are the details on which the esti- 
mate is based that 4d. per gallon on 
rum and brandy, and 5d. per gallon on 
other spirit, represents the cost to 
British distillers of revenue restrictions 
on the manufacture of these spirits. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The hon. 
Member will find the matter discussed 
in Appendix No. 1 to the Report of 
the Industrial Alcohol Committee (Cd. 
2472 of 1905). 
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Shortage of Rolling Stock on Indian 
ailways. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India | 
whether his attention has been called | 
to the allegation that the shortage of | 
rolling stock on the Indian railways is | 
due to the failure of the Government | 
of India to sanction, at a sufficiently 
early date, proposals made by the railway | 
companies and by the railway administra- | 
tion that more capital should be ex- 
pended on rolling stock; whether there | 
is any ground for this allegation; and 
in any case, whether he will consider | 
the desirability of completely separating | 
the finances of Indian railways from the 
general finances of the Government of | 
India, either by creating a railway trust | 
or by extending the system of leased 
lines while enlarging the financial in- 
dependence of the lessee companies. 

™ 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) | 
As I think my hon. friend is aware, 
I have recently appointed a Committee 
to report on the whole question under | 
which funds are supplied to Indian rail- 
ways. The allegation referred to by 
my hon. friend, as well as the suggestion 
contained in the last portion of his 
Question, will no doubt be examined by 
this Committee. 


Salmon Fisheries of the Rivers Bann, 
Erne, and Foyle. 


Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the fisheries of the Rivers 
Bann, Erne, and Foyle form the largest 
commercial salmon fisheries in Ireland 
and are valued under the Poor Law at 
over £5,000 per annum; that there is | 
not a single person interested in salmon 
fisheries and resident in the province | 
of Ulster who is a member of the special 
Committee who advise the fishery 
authority; and that the commercial | 
salmon fisheries of the North-west of 
Ireland are, therefore, entirely unrepre- 
sented on this Committee ; and whether, | 
seeing that the owners of the fisheries 
of the Rivers Bann, Erne, and Foyle have 
repeatedly claimed that they should be | 
given some representation on such Com- 
mittee, and that such request has been 
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| declined, he proposes to take any action 


in the matter. 


Mr. BARRIE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
fisheries in the Rivers Bann, Erne, and 
Foyle were the first in Ireland to be 
equipped with suitable hatcheries and 
ale carried on in a businesslike manner ; 
that they contribute large sums volun- 
tarily to the funds of their respective 
boards of conservators for the protection 


| of these fisheries over and above their 


legal obligations; whether, in view of 
the character, business habits, and skill 
of the owners and lessees or of the 
managers of these fisheries, he will take 
steps to secure their representation on 
the Committees; and will he say how 
many meetings of this Committee have 


| been held within the last three years. 


Mr. BARRIE: To ask the Chief Sec- 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the views of the owners and 
lessees of the Rivers Bann, Erne, and 
Foyle fisheries, in regard to any proposed 
legislation which has come to the know- 
ledge of the fishery authority or in regard 
to any question which affects in any 
way such fisheries, have been requested 
by the fishery authority ; if not, can he 
explain why; whether he has received 


| resolutions from the Salmon and Trout 


Association (England) and from the Irish 
Salmon Fisheries Protection Association 
urging that representation should be 
given on such Committee; and whether 
he will now undertake that representation 
will be given, or state why it should be 
longer withheld. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The pro- 
posals for legislation referred to in the 
third Question were brought under the 
notice of the Department of Agriculture, 
who considered them in consultation 
with their advisory Committee on fisheries 
end with representatives of the milling 


interests. Neither the lessees of the 
private fisheries mentioned nor the 


owners of any other private fisheries 
were, as such, specially invited by the 
Department to express their views. The 
observations of the Department on the 
proposals are in possession of the Govern- 
ment and will receive due consideration 
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introducing fishery legislation. The De- 
partment consider that the general com- 
mercial salmon fisheries of Ireland are 
adequately represented on their advisory 
Committee, and that that body is at 
present sufficiently large for efficiency. It 
was not the intention of the Department 
in forming it that private’ interests 
should be represented on it, but rather 
that the Committee should be composed 
of gentlemen generally experienced in 
fishery matters who, instead of specially 
advocating particular interests, would 
look upon the whole Irish fisheries as a 
national asset, and deal with questions 
submitted to them from that point of 
view. The Department do not intend 
to alter that basis of selection; but, if 
any vacancy should occur or rearrange- 
ment be contemplated, the question will 
be considered of appointing some person 
who, while possessing the necessary 
qualifications from the Department’s 
point of view, will also have a special 
knowledge of the commercial fisheries of 
the north-west of Ireland. 


Amendment of Irish Fishery Laws. 

Mr. BARRIE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
proposed Bill to amend the Irish Fishery 
Laws has been prepared by the Salmon 
and Trout Association (England), and , 
submitted to the Irish fishery authority ; | 
will he state what are the views of such | 
authority in regard to the provisions of | 
this Bill; and will he undertake to | 
introduce it this session. 
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that the Congested Districts 
Board, at its meeting in January last, 
considered the advisability of establishing 
a fish-curing station on the north coast 
of Sligo, and arrived at the conclusion 
that Mullaghmore would be the most 
suitable site for such a station; and 
can he say what steps have since been 
taken to develop the fishing industry at 
Mullaghmore. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Con- 


‘gested Districts Board have had under 


consideration the question of establishing 
a fish-curing station at Mullaghmore, 
but have not vet come to a decision in 
the matter. They have, however, in- 
structed their inspector to report as to the 
requirements of the place in the event of 
a considerable improvement in the herring 
fishery. At present moderate quantities 
of fresh fish can be disposed of in the 
district at better prices than would be 
eiven by curers. 


Purchase of the Estate of Mr. Charles 
O’Rorke, County Galway. 


Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N.): To 


|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates 


/Commissioners are willing, as requested 


by the tenants, to buy the estate of 


Charles D. O’Rorke, Cloonberren, Kil- 


bannon, county Galway, which has been 
since 1883 in the Land Judges’ Court; 
and, if so, what is the cause of the delay 
in doing so. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 


| Commissioners have, for some time, been 
: | in communication with the Land Judge 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Bill) in reference to the purchase of the estate 
to which the Question refers has been | referred to, and on the 27th instant they 
submitted to the Department of Agri- | transmitted to the Judge an amended 


} 





culture, who are of opinion that, with | 
certain modifications, it might be made 
the basis of a measure to amend the 
Irish Fishery Laws. In the present ; 
state of public business I am unable to 
say anything as to the possibility of 
introducing, during this session, any 
Irish legislation not already announced. 


Development of Fishing Industry at 
Mullaghmore. 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Sligo, N.): To} 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 1s 


offer for the estate. 


Irish Local Government Board and the 
Appointment of Mr. Thomas Daniel 
as Architect to the Bailieborough 
Rural District Council. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 1s 
aware that the Local Government Board 
for Ireland have, without assigning any 
specific reason for their action, twice 


refused to sanction the appointment bv 


the Bailieborough Rural District Council 
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of Mr. Thomas Daniel as architect to 
their improvement scheme under the 
Labourers Acts; whether he is aware 
that Mr. Daniel, under a_ resolution 
appointing him as architect of the council, 
carried through fourimprovement schemes 
to the satisfaction of his council and 
without objection or complaint from the 
Local Government Board; whether he 
was recently appointed architect to the 
council in connection with repairs to 
existing cottages and for other purposes, 
with the consent of the Local Government 
Board; whether he is aware that a 
medical certificate of Mr. Daniel’s physical 
fitness has been sent to the Board; and 
whether he will see his way to ask the 
Board to reconsider their decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board were unable to ap- 
prove of Mr. Daniel’s appointment be- 
cause he failed, when called upon, to 
furnish evidence that he possesses the 
qualifications necessary to enable him 
to discharge all the duties which would 
devolve upon him, and the Board have 
so informed the rural district council. 
The Act of last year requires the Board 
to give their approval to such appoint- 
ments. It is not the fact that the Board 
have made no complaint regarding the 
work carried out under Mr. Daniel’s 
supervision in former schemes. Mr. 
Daniel has recently been appointed by 
the council to supervise the repairs of 
cottages already built, but the Board’s 
approval is not required in such case. 
The Board have been furnished with a 
medical certificate as to Mr. Daniel’s 
physical fitness for the post of architect. 
If Mr. Daniel is willing to submit himself 
for examination the Board will arrange 
for his examination. 


Evicted Tenants at Bailieborough, County 
avan. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the number of 
applications received by the Estates 
Commissioners from evicted tenants for 
reinstatement from the Bailieborough, 
county Cavan, rural district, and the 
actual number reinstated. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have received applications 
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for reinstatement from forty-three evicted 
tenants in the Bailieborough Union. 
The number reinstated up to the present 
is five. 


Sale of Estate of J. C. Delmage, of 
Glensharrold. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can say whether the estate of John 
Christopher Delmege, deceased, situ- 
ate at Glensharrold, in the County of 
Limerick, is still in the Land Judge‘s 
Court; and, if so, whether any steps 
have been taken to bring about a sale 
of it to the tenants under the Land Act 
of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am 
informed by the registrar of the Land 
Judge’s Court that all the tenants on this 
estate except one purchased their holdings 
in 1902. In the outstanding case the 
tenant refused to purchase on the same 
terms as the others. The Land Judge 
is now about to have the case of this 
tenant listed for discussion, and, if 
necessary, the provisions of the -40th 
Section of the Act of 1896 will be put into 
operation. 


Irish Poor Law Returns. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if his attention has been 
called to the resolution of the Mount- 
mellick Board of Guardians, reaffirming 
its approval of the Report of the Poor 
Law Reform (Ireland) Commission, and 
stating that, in view of this Report, the 
board consider the preparation of 
Returns, extending over the entire year 
ending 3lst March, 1908, asked for by 
the Royal Commission on Poor Law and 
Relief of Distress, unnecessary, since 
very full evidence, statistical and other, 
has been quite recently given to the 
Irish Commission; and, furthermore, 
the board is of opinion that compliance 
with the circular of the Local Government 
Board, dated 27th March, 1907, requiring 
daily preparation of these Returns for 
the vear, would impose on their officials 
a task that would seriously hinder them 
in the discharge of their ordinary duties, 
and calls for its withdrawal; and will 
he say that, in case compliance with the 








rf 
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circular is insisted on, due provision will | 
be made for suitable remuneration to the | 
officials concerned for this extra duty. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell). The Report 


of the Estates Commissioners for the 
period ending 31st March, 1907, which 
is in course of preparation, will give the 


Questions. 


‘number of holdings sold within and 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Royal 
Commission on Poor Laws and _ the 
Unemployed have informed the Local 
‘overnment Board that they find it 
absolutely necessary for the purpose of | 
their inquiry that they should be furnished 
with a reliable record of the actual 
pauperism of the United Kingdom for 
oie year. Neither the published statistics 
of the Local Government Board nor 
the Returns prepared by the Viceregal | 
Commission give this information with | 
sufficient accuracy, for although the total | 
number of admissions during the year 
and the average daily number are 
annually published, the sans persons 
are in some cases re-admitted many 
times during the year, and on each 
occasion are recorded new cases. 
Thus the total number of admissions 
during the year is largely in excess of 
the actual number of individual persons | 
who obtained poor law relief. It is this 
Jatter information which the Commission | 
requires, and the workhouse officials 
should have no difficulty in entering each 
day the particulars of admissions and 
discharges upon the form required for | 
the Commission’s Return. It should 
occupy the master a very few minutes, 
and is a mere matter of copving. No | 
objection has been raised to the keeping | 
of this Return except in Mountmellick | 
and one or two other unions. The | 
Return will form the basis upon which the 
Royal Commission will estimate the | 
extent of the problem the State has to 
deal with, and the Local Government 
Board feel that they are bound to require 
it to be prepared for every union in 
Ireland without exception. 


as 


Holdings Sold under the Irish Land Act. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will now | 
state the number of holdings sold under 
the Land Act of 1903, within the zones 
and outside the zones respectively, and 
the number in each of these classes in 
which the price agreed upon has been 
refused as excessive, down to 31st March, 
1907. 





outside the zones respectively, and also 
the number of applications for advances 
refused on the grounds of insufficient 
security. Having regard to the provision 
of Section 1 (1) of the Act, the power 
of the Commissioners to refuse applications 
for advances within the zones on the 
grounds of insufficient security is limited 
to the cases of holdings which are included 
in property declared to be an estate for 
the purposes of the Act of 1903. 


Stock Exchange Gambling. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


| whether he is aware that out of 5,400 
| members of the London Stock Exchange 


3,000 are jobbers, whose sole business 
is stock jobbing and the making of 
fictitious prices of a gambling nature ; 
that the 2,400 brokers are practically 
compelled to buy from or sell to those 


| jobbers for any business they may have 


to transact for the public, and that 
agencies have been recently opened in 


| London by foreign finance houses, with 


the primary object of gambling in stock 
and share operations; and whether, 
seeing that the number of outside brokers 
and bucket shops have considerably 
increased, and in view of the development 
of stock exchange loan business with the 
great joint stock banks, with the object 


| of fostering international gambling, His 
| Majesty’s Government will consider the 


advisability of taking measures in 


| conjunction with other Governments to 


protect producers, manufacturers, con- 
sumers, bona fide investors, and specula- 
tors from the ruin caused by international 


bull and bear gambling. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) His Majesty's Govern- 


| ment are not prepared to take any action 


in the direction indicated by the hon. 


| Member. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Army Pensions. 
Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether he has yet been able to devise any 
plan for dealing with those Army pen- 
sioners who cannot resist the temptation 
of drink, and who in consequence spend 
a large part of their time in the work- 
house; and whether he will take care 
that any plan he may institute for dealing 
with this evil shall not interfere with the 
convenient arrangement of paying pen- 
sions quarterly to pensioners who conduct 
themselves properly. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddingtonshire) : 
The whole question is still under con- 
sideration by the Committee under the 
chairmanship of the Paymaster-General. 


Army Establishments. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what was the strength of the 
Regular Infantry (Guards and Line) and 
of the Royal Artillery serving with the 
colours in October, 1905 ; and what is the 
establishment of the same branches of the 
service at the present time. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures for all 


ranks are as follows :— 


Establishment 
on Ist April, 


Strength on 
ist October, 


1905. 1907. 
Infantry - 159,008 147,856 
Artillery - 54,724 49,613 


The difference in the case of the Artillery 
is due mainly to Garrison Artillery 
reductions. 


Garrison Artillery. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
recruiting for the Garrison Artillery has 
been checked during the last two years ; 
whether there has been any reduction in 
the establishment and in the strength of 
the Garrison Artillery, respectively, in 
1906 or 1907; and, if so, what has been 
the amount of such reduction. 


Mr. HALDANE: The standard of 
height of gunners for the Royal Garrison 
Artillery was raised one inch to 5ft. 8in. 
at the end of 1905, and lowered again to 
5ft. Tin. in February last ; this acted asa 
check on recruiting for this period. The 
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figures for establishment and strength are 
as follows for all ranks :— 


Establishment. Strength on 
1st April. 
1905-6 - 22,851 1906 22,983 
1906-7 - 21,538 1907 - 20,112 
1907-8 19,677 
Rifles for Rifle Clubs. 


Mr. OARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he would be 
willing to issue the old Lee-Metford or 
Lee-Enfield rifles, recently withdrawn 
from the regular troops, to affiliated rifle 
clubs free of charge, to be used with a 
Morris or other tube on miniature ranges. 


Mr. HALDANE: As all the Lee- 
Metford and Lee-Enfield rifles recently 
withdrawn from the troops are required 
for conversion and for reissue to such 
troops as are still in possession of the long 
rifle, there will not be any available for 
the purposes suggested in the Question. 


Mr CARLILE asked if a considerable 
number of the rifles withdrawn were so 
worn in the bore that they would be 
incapable of being used in the service. 


Mr. HALDANE said that those that 
were useless would not be converted. 


Mr. CARLILE: Cannot those that are 
useless be issued 4 


I will consider 


Mr. HALDANE: 


that. 
Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Is it not the case that only 


one fifth of the rifles that are suitable are 
going to be converted this year ? 


Mr. HALDANE: They are all going 
to be converted ; provision is made for 
converting a great many this year. 


Mr. CARLILE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that however worn the 
barrels may be, and unsuitabie for 
ordinary purposes, they may be used on 
miniature ranges if fitted with Morris 
or other tubes # 


Mr. HALDANE: If the hon. Member 
will put down a Question, I will inquire. 
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Convictions of Soldiers on Foreign 
Service. 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
with reference to the Annual Report on 
the Army [Cd. 3365], page 81, what 
were the rank and corps of the seven 
men serving abroad who were sentenced 
to penal servitude during the year 
ending 30th September, 1906; will he 
give in each case the offence or offences 
for which each man was tried, the sen- 
tences inflicted, and when, where and by 
whom they were tried, and also the 
names of the persons who contirmed the 
sentences; whether the evidence has 
since been submitted to the Judge 
Advocate General ; and if he sanctioned 
each sentence. 


(uestions. 


Mr. HALDANE: The information is 
too long to read out to the House, and I 
will have it printed in the Votes and 
Proceedings. + 


Mr. LEA: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the statistics affecting India as 
well 4 

Mr. HALDANE: | will consider that. 

Army Courts Martial. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, with reference to the 
Annual Report on the Army [Cd. 3365], 
page 84, what were the three infantry 
battalions and the three cavalry regi- 
ments with the greatest number of courts 
martial during the year ending 30th 
September, 1906, specifying the number 
in each case, and also the respective 
percentages of men tried to average 
strength. 


Mr. HALDANE: My _ military 
advisers are strongly of opinion that to 
publish the crimes of certain battalions 
and regiments would not be conductive 
to esprit de corps and would be in every 
way inadvisable. In this view I concur. 
The state of discipline in all regiments 
and battalions is very carefully watched. 


Mr. LEA: If that is the view the 
right hon. Gentleman takes, how is it 
possible for any Member of this House to 
ask Questions as to any battalion or 
regiment in which crime is predominant 
to an abnormal extent ? 


"+ See Cols, 495-6. 
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Mr. HALDANE: If crime is really 


predominant to an abnormal extent, any 
Question addressed to me will have the 
closest attention ; but it is not, I think, 
desirable to ask roving questions. 


(Juestions. 


Soldiers and Education. 

Mr. LEA: T beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, with reference to the 
Annual Report on the Army {Cd. 3365), 
page 105, whether he can see his way to 
offer pecuniary rewards to non-commis- 
sioned officers and men on their obtaining 
first and second class certificates of edu- 
cation; and whether, in view of the 
improvement effected in shooting by 
giving money rewards, he will consider 
whether the same effect would be 
achieved in the direction of better educa 
tion, thus enhancing the soldiers’ chances 
of obtaining civil employment on leaving 
the Army. 


Mr. HALDANE: The advantages in 
the matter of promotion which accrue to 
soldiers from the possession of first and 
second class certificates of education are 
considered to be sufficient attraction to 
induce men to obtain them. This view 
is clearly borne out by the large increase 
in the percentage of men in possession of 
certificates, as shown on page 106 of the 
Report. With regard to the second part 
of the Question, committees have been 
formed in the various commands with a 
view to arranging for the instruction of 
soldiers in various trades ; while in Army 
schools, men in possession of first-class 
certificates are given the opportunity of 
studying certain subjects which are likely 
to be useful to them in civil life. It is 
hoped that the prospective advantages 
which these increased facilities for educa- 
tion offer to the soldier will foster a spirit 
of self-endeavour, and it is considered 
undesirable to introduce the artificial 
stimulant of a pecuniary reward. 


South African Constabulary. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
Lord Roberts, on the conclusion of the 
South African War, proposed that a local 
force of 12,000 constabulary should be 
raised for the maintenance of order in 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony, 
to be paid for by the Colonies concerned ; 
whether that force has since been cut 
down to 4,500 men or less; and, if so, 
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whether the reduction of this proposed 
constabulary force has had any effect in 
determining the magnitude of the mili- 
tary garrison maintained at the expense 
of the British taxpayer. 


Mr. HALDANE: The South African 
Constabulary is a force maintained 
entirely for police purposes. At the 
time of its formation in October, 1900, 
it was recruited, I understand, on the 
advice of Lord Roberts, up to a strength 
of 10,000. Since then the authorities 
in the Colonies concerned have reduced 
the numbers until they now stand at 
about 3,100. 


British Garrison in South Africa. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what is 
the total force of British troops now 
stationed in South Africa; whether the 
retention of those troops abroad involves 
the maintenance, under the linked- 
battalion system, of an equal, or ap- 
proximately equal, number of troops at 
Home; what is approximately the 
nominal strength of this Home force ; 
and what is the total cost to the British 
taxpayer of the troops in South Africa, 
and of the linked force maintained at 
Home. 


Mr. HALDANE: The total force of 
British troops now stationed in South 
Africa is about 16,350 of all ranks, and 
its cost to the British taxpayer about 
£2,310,000. The troops of all arms at 
home fulfil the double purpose of main- 
taining the forces abroad and furnishing 
an expeditionary force ; and under any 
system some Home force must be main- 
tained for these purposes. The linked- 
battalion system, which applies only to 
Infantry, aims at organising the Infantry 
at Home in as many battalions as are 
maintained permanently abroad; but 
there is at present an excess of six 
battalions abroad. For these reasons I 
am unable to earmark any definite 
number of troops at home as maintained 
in consequence of the retention in South 
Africa of the present garrison. 


Sir Percy Pitzpatrick and the British 

arrison. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the state- 
ment made by Sir Perey Fitzpatrick, 
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during the recent Transvaal! elections, to 
the effect that he was in favour of keep- 
ing British troops in the Transvaal after 
the grant of self-government, because 
they were good for trade and were not 
paid for by the Transvaal ; whether the 
British troops now in the Transvaal are 
retained there for any other purpose than 
the benefit of local trade, if so, what is 
that purpose; and whether there is any 
prospect of the establishment of a Colonial 
force to serve that purpose. 


Mr. HALDANE: My attention has 
not been drawn to the statement alluded 
to in the first part of the Question. The 
British troops in the Transvaal are not 
retained there for the benefit of local 
trade but for purposes of Imperial 
defence. As regards the last part of the 
(Juestion, I have no information to give 
my hon. friend. 


Fife Garrison Artillery—Gunner Crossan. 

Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the accident 
which occurred to Gunner Crossan, of 
the Fife Royal Garrison Volunteer 
Artillery, on 13th April, who received 
the effects of a blank cartridge, fired 
from a rifle, in the face ; and whether he 
will grant him adequate compensation 
for the accident. 


Mr. HALDANE: My attention has 
been drawn to this unfortunate incident 
which appears to have been quite acci- 
dental. The question of compensation 
will be as favourably considered as is 
possible. 


Volunteers and the New Army Schene. 

Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he intends to do away with 
any Volunteer battalions under the new 
scheme, or change the nature of any of 
the units of the Auxiliary Forces ; and, if 
so, whether this duty will be relegated 
to the county association. 


Mr. HALDANE: Under the scheme 
it is proposed that the Army Council 
shall notify its requirements for each 
locality to the county associations. The 
associations will then in, conjunction with 
the Army Council, work out the most 
suitable arrangements to meet those 
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requirements which will involve in many 
cases the changing of the nature of 
existing units in the Auxiliary Forces. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY asked 
whether he was clearly to understand that 
this unpopular duty would be relegated 
to the county associations. 


Mr. HALDANE said not necessarily 
to them alone. 


consisting of commanding officers would 


consider the arrangements in conjunction | 


with the Army Council and the chief of 
the staff and also, no doubt, with local 
commanding officers. 


Garrison Artillery Militia. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
gun practice will be dispensed with in 
the case of all the Garrison Artillery 
Militia during their forthcoming training, 
and that in consequence no gun ammuni- 
tion will be issued to any of them. 


Mr. HALDANE: The reply is in the 
affirmative. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): Why are the Militia to be 
called up for training at all, if they are to 
have no practical experience in shooting 4 


Mr. HALDANE: This is simply a 
stage of the conversion scheme for which 


we are asking the sanction of the House. | 
| 


We are drilling them, but it would be 


useless to set them to guns which are | 


obsolete. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Then they are | 


Field Artillery in an embryonic form ? 


Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : Are 
they to be made into Field Artillery ? 


Mr. HALDANE: Yes. 
be converted into Field Artillery because 
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| Bill in Committee, he will be prepared 
_ to issue some model scheme for the future 
| constitution and duties of the proposed 
/new county associations, especially with 
respect to their relations with the Army 
Council and the powers of control that 
_body will have over the associations, 
‘irrespective of the financial control, if 
they do not carry out their duties in an 
efficient manner. 


Primarily it would rest | 
with them, but half of these associations | 


Mr. HALDANE: The broad features 
of the future constitution and duties of 
the county associations are described in 
the Territorial Forces Bill. Details will 
necessarily vary according to the local 
'conditions ; upon the relations of the 
associations with the Army Council I pro- 
pose to make a statement in Committee. 


Honorary Rank on Retirement. 

Sir ROBERT HOBART (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will give 
consideration to the claims of those 
colonels whose prospects of promotion 
and pensions were injured by the Royal 
Warrant of Ist January, 1901 ; whether he 
will give due weight to the promise made 
by the late Mr. Stanhope, when Secretary 
for War, duly recorded at the War Office, 
on which these officers have relied, i.¢., 
that the system of promotion by selec- 


| tion to fill an appointment would not be 


brought into force until the number of 
general officers on the active list was 
|reduced to 100, which limit has never 
been reached; whether, as ail these 
colonels are purchase officers, he will 
also remember the promise of the late 
Mr. Gladstone that he would rule any 
doubt in their favour; and whether, as 
the number of these colonels is now 
small, all of whom held important 
appointments at Home during the South 
African War, he will at least grant their 
| promotion to the higher honorary rank 
|of major-general, even if financial exi- 
gencies preclude the possibility of the 
higher pension as major-general. 


their functions are to be fulfilled by the | 


Volunteers. 


New County Association Schemes. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the difficulty 
the House will be placed in when dis- 
cussing certain portions of the Army 


Mr. HALDANE: The decision to 
abolish the honorary rank of major- 
| general on retirement was the result of 
|a very careful and prolonged considera- 
tion of the various issues involved. ‘This 
‘decision was subsequently reconsidered 
_and ultimately maintained by my pre- 
‘decessors, and I am not prepared to 
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depart from the conclusions at which 
they arrived. 


Sir ROBERT HOBART: I will take 
an early opportunity of drawing attention 
to this matter. 


Hamilton Barracks. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he is aware that valuable seams of coal 
exist under the barracks at Hamilton ; 
that the War Office authorities have 
always hitherto followed the policy of 
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sanctioned by the War Office, and I have 
sent out an official contradiction this 
afternoon. There is no truth init of any 
sort or kind. As we have already indi- 
cated, about sixty men per week at 
present will be the rate of dismissal. In 
answer to the hon. Member for Darling- 
ton, | have to say that arrangements 
have been made to close most of the 
shops in the Arsenal on Saturdays, com- 
mencing from the 4th prox. This will 


Questions. 


not entail the re-engagement of any men 


neither working the coal themselves nor , 


letting anyone else work it ; and, seeing 
that coalmasters are at the present 
moment willing to purchase and work this 
coal at prices which would in a few years 
provide several sets of cavalry barracks 
for Seotland, whether he proposes to con- 
sider proposals for working this coal. 


Mr. HALDANE: I am aware of the 


already discharged. ‘he monetary loss 
to men on day-work will be about one- 
tenth of their rating. The reason of the 
arrangement is that the men were very 
properly desirous to agree to a certain 
shortage of work rather than let their 
comrades be discharged. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Can 


the right hon. Gentleman tell us for how 


_many weeks these dismissals of sixty 


| 


existence of seams of coal under Hamilton | 


Barracks. Leases extending from 1880 
to 1901 have been given to extract one- 
third of the coal; the extraction of 
further amounts would lead to the collapse 
of the barracks. The War Department 
received about £5,500 during these 
leases, and would receive about £11,000 
if the remaining two-thirds were to be 
extracted—but on the other hand would 
lose the existing barracks. 


The Woolwich Arsenal Discharges. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
arrangements have been made to work 
the Woolwich Arsenal on five days per 
week only; if so, will this entail the 
re-engagement of some men already dis- 
charged or under notice ; and what will 
be the monetary Joss per head per week 
to those at present employed. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any information 
to give us also about the alleged dismissal 
of 3,000 men after the promise given last 
week ! 


Mr. HALDANE: I had this morning, 
when I read the statement in the news- 
papers, no information whatever, and | 
have endeavoured to find the source 
from which the report, which professed 
to be authorised, proceeded. I have been 
unable to do so. It was certainly not 
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men per week will go on ? 

Mr. HALDANE: They will certainly 
go on into the summer. It is impossible 
for me to say how many weeks. 


Mr. CROOKS : Has the minimum yet 
been fixed ! 


Mr. HALDANE: No. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
advisability of doing what most big 
industries do in similar circumstances— 


} 


placing the men on short time ? 


Mr. HALDANE: The men have been 
willing to go on short time in order to 
avert the discharges, and | think the 
arrangement is in practical working 


order. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : May 
we uaderstand that the 3,000 may still 
be correct ? 


Mr. HALDANE: No, there is no 
intention of the immediate dismissa! of 
3,000 or 4,000 men, nor has any number 
heen fixed upon as the ultimate limit of 
the establishment. We are not working 
out anything at haphazard. Our purpose 
is to get an establishment in time of 
peace which will expand in war to what 
we may require. That entails, obviously, 
keeping a certain amount of surplus 


T 
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machinery idle in time of peace, and | 
keeping a strong staff, so that the | 
establishment may be a nucleus of the | 
minimum establishment required. What | 
is the minimum staff required to/| 
keep that establishment effective we Go 
not know, but when we have ascertained | 
it we shall not allow it to sink below 
that. Thereason of these reductions is 
that the enormous establishment of 1902 | 
was due to the necessity of making up } 
for the wastage of munitions of war. | 
The late Government reduced the! 
establishment by about 5,000 or 6,000 
men. I have reduced it by about 1,300, | 
and I shall have to reduce it still more 
to get back to the proper minimum. | 
How far I shall have to go is being 
carefully worked out by the best expect | 
assistance atcommand. I have watched | 
it myself, but I am not yet in a position 
to say what the extent of the reductions 
will be, and I do not wish to excite any 
hopes that [ may not be able to fulfil 
afterwards. 
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on Tuesday, the 19th, summonses were 
issued against Captain Grogan and his 
associates to appear on Monday, the 25th, 
With regard to the second part of the 
hon. Member’s Question, no instructions 


| were sent from the Colonial Ottice, but in 


one of his telegrams the Secretary of 
State said that he presumed that legal 
proceedings had been taken against the 
ringleaders, and the Acting Commissioner 
replied that summonses had been issued. 


Mr. CARLILE: May we take it that 
the arrests were the result of recommenda- 
tions made by the right hon. Gentleman ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL: As far as I am 


aware, it is exactly the contrary. 


St. Lucia Riots. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give information as to 
of the riots in 


| Castries, St. Lucia ; whether one of the 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : 
Are there at the present time quite 
2,000 fewer men employed than there | 
were in 1898 ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I cannot give figures 
from memory, but the hon. Member will 
remember that 1898 was a time when we 
had been making preparations for the 
Nile and other small expeditions, and 
there was an immense deal of military 
work on hand, although the great war 
had not commenced. 


The Nairobi Incident. 

Mr. CARLILE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that no proceedings 
were taken against Captain Grogan and 
those associated with him in the Nairobi 
incidents for a week, and that they were 
not arrested until nine days after the 
chastising of the natives, to which excep- 
tion was taken ; and will he say whether 
the issue of summonses, and the subse- 
quent arrests, were the result of instruc- 
tions from the Colonial Oftice. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): With 
regard to the first part of the hon. 
Member's Question, the natives were 
flogged on Thursday, 14th March, and 





Royal Mail Steam Packet Company’s 
vessels has been sent from Barbados with 
a detachment of Volunteers; whether 
any of His Majesty’s warships have been 
ordered to proceed to Castries ; and what 
steps are being taken to restore order. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
At the same time may I ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is able to give the House any 
information respecting the recent riots at 
St. Lucia and the present state of affairs 
in the island. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: TI will supple. 
ment the information as to the disturb- 
ances in St. Lucia which has already 
appeared in the Press by reading two 
telegrams from the Governor of the 
Windward Islands which were received 
the first on Saturday afternoon and the 
second yesterday afternoon :— 

“One hundred armed police under 
command of Inspector-General of Police 
arrived from Barbados, twenty-eight from 
St. Vincent. I rode to Dennery factory 
this morning, buildings undamaged, large 
amount of stock killed, some canes burnt 
down. Hearing that large body of 
looters were at village three miles distant, 
I galloped immediately with private 
secretary, and arrived in time for preven- 
tion of further disturbances. Armed 





)28 
ere 
his 
ith, 
the 
ons 
t in 

of 
‘gal 
the 
ner 
ied. 


hat 
\da- 
an ? 


am 


urk- 
ler- 
nes 


in 
the 
y's 
yith 
her 
een 
hat 


lL): 
ler- 
lies 
ANY 
s at 
airs 


ple- 
irb- 
ady 
two 
the 
ved 
the 


der 
lice 
rom 
ory 
irge 
int 

of 
ant, 
vate 
-en- 
ned 





529 Questions. 
police arrived and arrested _ several 
prisoners. Leaving detachment, main 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN: My information 
| is that the licence has been withdrawn. 


Questions. 


body marched to factory with me, no | 


firing, no lives lost.” 

“27th April. Situation improved, 
but Dennery factory and district greatly 
disturbed. I returned to-day, leaving 
Inspector-General of Police and ninety 
Barbados armed police in district. Have 
despatched St. Vincent armed police 
under special service officer to protect 
Roseau factory. Must keep Barbados 
armed police’until arrival of ‘Indefatig- 
able.’ No further assistance required.” 

The Governor has been asked to report 
fully as to the causes and particulars of 
the riots as soon as the crisis is over. 


Viscount 'TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say when this warship is likely to arrive ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I should say it 
will arrive to-morrow or the day after— 
I should think not later than the day 
after to-morrow. 


Foreign Office Messengerships. 

Sm SAMUEL SCOTT: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
how many appointments have been made 
at the Foreign Office since January, 1906, 


to permanent messengerships ; and what | 


was the occupation of the individual men 
prior to appointment. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- | 


bury, for Sir EDwAarD GREY): No 
appointments have been made since 1905. 


“The Mikado.” 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
complaints have been received from 
Japan protesting against the playing of 
the Mikado in London; have any steps 
been taken; and will the provinces be 
affected. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : 
tions have been made, but I am informed 
that the Lord Chamberlain has witb- 
drawn the licence. which was _ issued 
many years ago. 
all theatres, including the provinces. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: Does 
the prohibition extend to Ireland ? 


No representa- | 


The withdrawal affects 


Turkish Customs. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the protocol agreeing to the 
| increase of the Turkish customs has been 
signed; and whether the assurances 
received by the British Ambassador con- 
stitute an effective guarantee of the per- 
formance of the reforms in the customs 
administration. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The protocol has 
been signed. His Majesty’s Ambassador 
_at Constantinople has assured himself 
that the obstructions, which it was feared 
would be raised to the execution of the 
customs regulations, have been removed. 
Papers will now be laid as soon as pos- 
sible, which will explain the conditions 
| fully. 


Aliens. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to a pre- 
sentment of the Grand Jury of the 
Central Criminal Court, on Tuesday, 
23rd April, to the effect that they, 
the Grand Jury, being impressed with 
the number of cases in which aliens 
| appeared, were unanimously of opinion 
that the exclusion of undesirable aliens 
and the deportation of others from our 
shores should be more rigidly enforced ; 
whether he is prepared to give favour- 
able consideration to these recommenda- 
tions ; and what action he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the presentment handed by the 
Grand Jury to the Recorder at the 
Central Criminal Court on the 23rd 
instant, animadverting upon the aumber 
of cases in which aliens appear, and 
expressing the unanimous opinion that 
the exclusion of undesirable aliens and 


' the deportation of others from our shores 


should be more rigidly enforced ; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter. 


T 2 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): I have seen a 
newspaper report to the effect indicated, 
but have received no communication 
from the Court. If the presentment is 
submitted to me I propose to ask that I 
may be favoured with a statement of the 
facts and figures on which it was based. 
In the meantime I may point’ out, as 
regards the expulsion of aliens, that the 
matter rests largely in the hands of the 
Court. <A certificate from a Court is a 
condition precedent to expulsion under 
the Act. During the sixteen months 
that the Act has been in force, only 
twenty-three certificates have proceeded 
from the Central Criminal Court, twenty- 
one in 1906, two since the beginning of 
the present year. In eight cases expul- 
sion orders have been made; in the 
remaining fifteen cases the sentences of 


(Questions. 


imprisonment have not yet expired. As 
regards the exclusion of undesirable 


aliens I am carrying out the provisions of 
the Act. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
proportion to population of alien criminals 
is as great as or greater than that in the 
case of British criminals ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have made no 
calculations as to that. 


Purley Railway Outrage. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
a murder committed on the 24th instant 
in a railway carriage on the South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway between 
Tattenham Corner and Purley stations ; 
and what steps he proposes taking in 
order to protect the public from scoundrels 
who are attracted to race meetings in 
close proximity to the metropolis. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: As this Question 


arises out of and depends upon a 


criminal charge now pending before the | 


Courts, it is clearly impossible for me to 
discuss the matter. 


Employment of Young Persons. 
Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
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what steps he has taken to bring under 
the notice of the employers affected 
the provisions of No. 680 of the Statu- 


Questions. 


tory Rules and Orders of 1906, pro- 
hibiting the employment of young 


persons under the age of 16 in certain 
industries without a certificate of fitness, 


_more particularly in the boot and shoe 


industry, so far as it is dealt with in 
the Order. 

Mr. GLADSTONE: The Order was 
sent to 346 representative associations 
of employers and of workers in the trades 


specitied in the Order, including the 
federations and local associations of 


boot and shoe manufacturers, and the 
unions of boot and shoe operatives. 
About 800 copies were sent to the Press 
and to Public Departments. A_ large 
number of copies have been distributed 
to occupiers of workshops affected by the 
Factory Inspectors, who have also drawn 
attention to the requirement at their 
visits. Notice of the requirement will also 
appear in the new edition of the Abstract 
now in preparation—and special attention 
is to be drawn to it ina circular which 
will shortly be sent out to every factory 
and workshop occupier with a copy of the 
new Abstract and other papers. 





Assistant Factory Inspectors. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will lay 
upon the Table of the House the instruc 
tions under which district inspectors of 
factories assign duties to assistant 
inspectors, and those which define the 
scope and limits of the duties of assistant 
inspectors, both before and after the 
alterations which he has recently made 
in those duties. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am afraid I can 
add nothing at the present time to the 
reply on this subject which I gave to my 
hon. friend on the 18th February last.7 
As I then said, the new arrangements 
are, of course, provisional, and experience 
of their working will no doubt suggest 
developments. 


Jones’ Homes, Sandgate. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the occupants of the Jones’ Homes 


~ f See (4) Debates, clxix., 551. 
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at Sandgate, numbering about 200 souls, 
are deprived of all religious ministration ; 
and whether he would take steps to 
remedy this state of things, in view of 
the fact that they are mostly Poor Law 
invalids and consequently entitled to it. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
BuRNS, Battersea) : | have made inquiry 
on this subject, and am informed that it 
is not the case that the patients in these 
homes are deprived of religious ministra- 
tion. I understand that a clergyman of 
the Church of England has visited them 
regularly, both on Sundays and week- 
days, for some months past, and that he 
has also given services in the homes 
regularly on sunday evenings. It is 
further stated that a Roman Catholic 
priest has visited the homes from time 
to time for some years past, that there are 
a number of persons who are continually 
visiting the homes and giving religious 
teaching to the inmates, and that if a 
patient who is ill expresses a wish to see 
a minister of any denomination, one is 
immediately called in. It is added that 
the majority of the inmates are sufficiently 
well to attend service at the places of 
worship in the town, and that, if they 
desire it, they can do so. 


Equalisation of London Rates. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has decided what he intends to do re 
the question of the equalisation of 
London rates ; and, if so, whether he will 
state by what means he intends to deal 
with the question this year. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am not at 
present in a position to make any state- 
ment on this subject; but I shall not 
lose sight of it. 


Parish Overseers and the Workmen's 
Compensation Act. 

Mr. HUNT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether a payment for insuring a 
parish council elerk or an __ assistant 
overseer against accident under the 
Workmen's Compensation Act would be 
passed by the Local Government Board 
auditor or allowed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board; and whether a_ rate, 
exceeding the statutory limit of 6d. in 
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the pound, could be levied to discharge 
a liability under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act to such person or persons 
or their dependents, or out of what fund, 
if any, would compensation be payable. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: If any charge 
appeared in the accounts of a parish 
council in respect of the insurance against 
accident of an assistant overseer who was 
also their clerk, the auditor would have 
to consider whether the charge was legal. 
I cannot say what view he might take in 
any particular case, and I should have no 
jurisdiction in the matter except on an 
appeal against his decision. I may, how- 
ever, state that, as at present advised, it 
does not appear to me, speaking generally, 
that the parish council would be liable to 
pay compensation under the Act in such 
a case as that referred to. There is no 
provision in the Act to authorise the 
levy of a rate by the parish council in 
excess of the statutory limit. 


Employment of Aliens in East London. 
Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
in the East End of London, particularly 
among cabinet makers, employment is 
only given to aliens, and that at certain 
of these establishments notices have been 
at times exhibited calling for labour, but 
adding that no English need apply ; and 
whether he can take any steps to prevent 
this interference with the rights of 
English labour to work in England. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KrarLey, Devonport): We are 
of course aware that many aliens 
are employed in certain industries in the 
East End of London, including branches 
of the cabinet making trade, but we have 
no information as to the alleged notices 
alluded to by the hon. Member beyond 
a vague allusion in a newspaper. If the 
hon. Member has any specific cases within 
his knowledge I shall be glad if he will 
furnish us with them. 


Mr. BYLES: Has the attention of 
the hon. Gentleman never been called to 
notices much more frequent in this 
country, “ No Irish need apply ?” 


[No Answer was returned. | 
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Argentina Tax on Commercial Travellers. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
taxes imposed on commercial travellers 
in Argentina, which prejudicially affect | 
British trade ; and whether he will open 
up negotiations with the Argentine 
Government with a view to the removal 
of these imposts. 


Questions. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The attention of 
the Board of Trade has on various 
occasions heen directed to the taxes in 
question. ‘They are, however, imposed , 
on all commercial travellers, without dis- 
tinction of nationality, and are not there- | 
fore specially directed against British | 
trade. My right hon. friend will, I. 
understand,*consult the Secretary of State | 
for Foreign Affairs as to the expediency 
of negotiating with the Argentine 
Government on this subject. 


Cliff Ladders for Shipwrecks. 
Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg | 
to ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade whether, in view of the fact that at 
a recent shipwreck the height of the 


cliff, some 300 feet, prevented the 
traveller and basket working with | 


freedom, cliff ladders will be supplied to 
such coastguard stations where they | 
would be likely to be of use in saving | 


life. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Cliff ladders are | 
supplied to life saving stations on the 
coast upon the recommendation of our | 
inspectors and coastguard ofticers. Such | 
ladders ‘have now been requisitioned and | 
supplied to Hope Cove, where the wreck 
of the “ Jebba” recently occurred. | 

Secondary Education. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: I | 
beg to ask the President of the Board of | 
Education whether the information in the | 
possession of the Education Department | 
regarding the endowments available in 
England and Wales for secondary educa- | 
tion is sufticiently complete for any | 
county or counties to be of use if published ; | 
and whether he will grant a Return giving | 
such information. 





THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I regret very much 
that the information in the possession of ' 
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great value, and it is my intention t 
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the Board is not at present collected into 
a form in which it could be usefully 
published, even for a single county. A 
Return of Endowments involves the 
examination and classification of a very 
large mass of material by persons possess- 
ing special technical knowledge, and, if 
it is to be efficiently and economically 
carried out, cannot be undertaken with- 
out due preparation. I have no doubt 
that a summary Return (on the lines of 
some Reports recently made relating to 
endowments applicable to purposes of 
elementary education in the counties of 
Stafford and Northants) would be of 


S 


undertake the work as soon as possible. 
It will, however, be difficult to make 
much progress until the staff of the Board 
are transferred to the new oftices. 


Income-Tax Refunds. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 38.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


| whether his attention has been called to 


the fact that the Revenue authorities 
have declined this year to return to 


| Messrs. Swinburn, Green, and Herron, of 


Stanley, county of Durham, the income- 
tax on the bank interest earned in 
connection with thirty miners’ cottages 


| built by them ; whether he is aware that 


the interest was returned in previous 
years, and that the only reason given for 


departing from the practice is that the 


investment was speculative ; whether he 
is aware that the houses were built to be 
retained and not to be sold, and, if so, on 
what grounds the investment is held to 
he speculative; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that the assessed 


| income of the property is £304, and that 


the Revenue has received income-tax on 
£415, he will give directions for the 
overcharge to be refunded. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The claim in 
question was refused on the ground that 
the interest was paid in respect of a 
single speculative transaction, in which 
case the Board of Inland Revenue do not 
recognise any title to repay ment of income- 
tax on the part of the person paying the 
interest. If, however, as is now under- 
stood to be the case, the building 
operations have ceased and each of the 
gentlemen named is in receipt of a fixed 
share of the rents from the property, 
which is duly assessed to income-tax 
under Schedule A and out of which the 
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interest is paid to the bank, the Board of 
Inland Revenue inform me that they 
will be prepared to consider a claim for 
repayment of the tax on such interest, 
provided they are satisfied that the 
claimants have borne tax upon the whole 
of their incomes. I understand that the 
Board is in communication with the 
claimants on this subject. 


National Physical Laboratory. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state approximately the amount 
of fees received during the past three 
years by the Nationai Physical Laboratory 
in respect of work of the class which, 
prior to the establishment of the 
Laboratory, was carried out at Kew ; 
and whether this branch of the work 
done at the Laboratory was self-support- 
ing in the sense that the Kew establish- 
— was, with the aid of the Gassiott 
und, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I am informed 
that the fees received during the past 


three years for work of the class which | 
previously to the establishment of the | 
Kew, | 
excluding, that is, merely chemical tests | 


Laboratory was carried on at 


and the ordinary engineering tests on 


materials of construction, have amounted | 


to £3,680 13s. 8d., £4,225 12s. 9d. and 


£4,645 3s. 9d. respectively. The Answer , 


to the second part of the Question is in 
the negative. The character of the 
work conducted at the two establish- 
ments is so different that I do not think 
a fair comparison can be made. 


Board of Agriculture Staff Salaries. 

Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury on what grounds it is con- 
sidered that the salaries paid to the statf 
of the Board of Agriculture are adequate 
for the requirements of that Department ; 
what was the last occasion on which the 
scale of salaries in force was revised ; 
and whether he is aware that the many 
fresh duties imposed on that Department 
by legislation have been of an onerous 
character. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I fear I cannot 
explain in answer to a Question the 
various considerations which guide the 
Treasury in deciding on applications for 
increased scales of salary in the public 
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service. The last revision of salaries in 
the Board of Agriculture took effect from 
the Ist April, 1906. I am unable to say 
whether the fresh duties imposed on the 
Department by legislation can properly 
be described as “ onerous.” 


The Under-Secretary of State for War 
and his Tenants. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether his attention has 
been drawn to a letter from a large 
landowner in Hampshire to one of his 
tenants stating that, if this or any other 
tenant insisted upon their power under 
the Ground Game Act of constantly 
disturbing the land in pursuit of ground 
game, he would change his tenant ; 
whether he is aware that the tenant in 
auestion had held a farm on this estate 
for over thirty years, and, in consequence 


| of having exercised his legal rights under 
'the Ground Game Act to protect his 


crops, was driven irom his farm and 
thereby incurred a serious pecuniary 
loss ; and whether the Board of Agricul- 
ture will consider what steps can be 
taken to protect the interests of the 
tenants referred to. 


Mr. J. WARD asked the hon. Baronet 
in his reply to state whether the large 
landowner referred to was the Earl of 
Portsmouth, the Under-Secretary of State 
fur War. 


THE TREASURER or THE HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir EpwArD STRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, 8.): We have no knowledge of 
the facts of the matter to which my hon. 
friend refers, and this being the case I 
cannot say whether it be possible for the 
Board to intervene in any way with 
respect to it. Perhaps my hon. friend 
will furnish me with any information on 
the subject which he may possess. 


Mr. LEA: Has the hon. Baronet not 
received a private letter from me on the 
subject, acquainting him with the facts 
of the case and the name of the noble 
landowner in question ? 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: It is 
true the hon. Gentleman was good enough 
to write to me referring to the newspaper 
called Truth, but up to now I have not 
had an opportunity of seeing it. 
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Mr. LONSDALE: Will the hon. 
Baronet now make inquiries as to who 
the particular nobleman is ! 


Mr. LEA: May I ask the Prime 
Minister, in view of his recent vigorous 
speech on land reform, which contained a 
scathing allusion to the growing excess 
of game preservation and the supposed 
rights of landowners over pheasants and 
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hares, whether he does not consider it 
incompatible with his expressed views | 
that a noble landowner like the present | 


Under-Secretary of State for War should 


continue to hold office in this democratic | 


Government ? 


LORD oF THE TREASURY (Sir 
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THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SincLatr, Forfarshire): The facts 
stated in the question appear to be 
substantially correct. I am advised that 
no proceedings can be taken in the case. 
While it may be accepted that no corrupt 
motive can be ascribed to the persons 
named, I am of opinion that their 
conduct was irregular and should be 
discountenanced. 


(uestions. 


Forth Fisheries. 
Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he is aware that the 
dredgings from the Upper Forth are 


| emptied between Aberdour and Granton, 
| causing destruction to the fish in that 
THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


H. 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): | 


Only five minutes ago I was not aware of 
any of the alleged circumstances in this 


case, but the opinions I have expressed | 


are my opinions, and I hold to them. 


We must know a little more about the | 


matter before we proceed to take action. 


Mr. 
stated, will the right hon. Gentleman 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order, That 
is a purely hypothetical question which 
cannot be put. 


Paisley Licensing Case. 
Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if his attention has been 


drawn to the remarks made by Sheriff 


Darling Lyell in regard to the case at 
Paisley, where two of the local magistrates, 
one a joiner named M’Naughton and the 
other a plumber named Kilpatrick, re- 
ported on structural alterations necessary 
at a licensed house, and where the joiner 
who undertook the reconstruction of the 
premises was the very Mr. M’Naughton 
who, in his capacity as magistrate, had 
ordered the work to be done to his own 
satisfaction and that cf his brother 
magistrates; and where not only was 
this so, but the plumber who contracted 


to do the plumbling work to the orders of | ; 
of the total births thus registered, whiie 


Mr. M’Naughton was the brother magi- 
strate who also inspected, reported, and 
concurred in requiring this work to be 
done ; and, having in view the foregoing 
facts, will he indicate what action he 


LEA: And if the facts are as) 


| loss by fishermen. 


neighbourhood and loss to the fishermen ; 
if he is aware that the Clyde dredgings 
have to be carried three miles beyond 
Cumbrae Head, a distance in all of fully 
twenty miles ; and if he will see that this 
difference of treatment between east and 
west is remedied, and the Forth dredgings 
carried to the open sea. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No infermation has 
reached me on the subject referred to by 
my hon. friend, and I am informed that 
no complaints have been received by the 
Fishery Board as to destruction of fish or 
If specific information 


_ is furnished it shall be investigated. 


proposes to take in order to prevent the | 


recurrence of such an incident. 


Illegitimacy in North West Lanark. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
will state what is the number of illegiti- 
mate births in the North-West Division 
of Lanarkshire for the last statistical year 
available; and will he say what  per- 
centage the figures bear to the rest of 
this county. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The North-West 
Division of Lanarkshire not being con- 
stituted by complete registration districts 
it is impossible to give precise informa- 
tion. Taking, however, the portion of 
the division for which statistics are 
available, the number of illegitimate 
births in 1906 was 130 or 3°8 per cent. 


the rate for the rest of the county was 
6°1 per cent. 


Sir Horace Plunkett. 
Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
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the position of the Agricultural Com- 
missioners under the Small Landholders 
(Scotland) Bill will be of a political 
character ; and, if not, whether, in view 
of the fact that the systematic develop- 
ment of agricultural education, co-opera- 
tion, and organisation is vital to the 
success of small holdings, and in view of 
the services rendered in this field by 
Sir Horace Plunkett in Ireland, he will 
consider the desirability of inviting Sir 
Horace to accept the position of Agri- 
cultural Commissioner in Scotland. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The answer to the 
first portion of my hon. friend’s Question 
is in the negative ; and if it is his inten- 
tion to assure me that Sir Horace 
Plunkett is likely to desire to become 
a candidate for one of these appoint- 
ments I have to say that I shall be glad 
to consider the suggestion at a later date. 
In the meantime, and until the Bill has 
passed through Parliament, the Question 
seems premature. 


Scottish Office Messengerships. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT: I beg to ask 
the Secretary for Scotland how many 
appointments have been made at the 
Scettish Office since January, 1906, to 
permanent messengerships ; and what 
was the occupation of the individual men 
prior to appointment. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The answer is none. 


Extractor’s Department — Clerk’s Super- 
annuation. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he is aware that an official 
of the Extractors’ Department, who had 
to discontinue his duties owing to ill- 
health after forty years’ service, has not 
yet received any superannuation allow- 
ance or gratuity, although it is now 
nearly two years since he left; and if he 
will take steps to remedy this state of 
matters. 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomaAs 
Suaw, Hawick Burghs): The Answer 
given by me to my hon. friend on the 
16th instant covers this Question.+ This 
matter, as I explained, depends upon 
rules of the Treasury, and any further 
question upon the subject should be 
addressed to that Department. 

+ See (4) Debates, elxxii., 953. 
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Dublin Treasury Remembrancer's Clerk. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, can he sav why Mr. J. T. 
Drennan, on being appointed as a tem- 
porary clerk in the office of the Treasury 
Remembrancer, Dublin, was given a 
salary of £3 per week, which is double 
the salary usually given to temporary 
clerks employed in Irish Government 
ottices ; under what circumstances was he 
subsequently appointed to two positions 
(the chief clerkships, respectively, of the 
Registry of Titles and Estates Commis- 
sioners’ offices), which posts had no 
previous existence and which appear to 
have been created specially for his advan- 
tage ; whether he is aware that a number 
of the temporary clerks, appointed prior 
to Mr. Drennan’s first appointment, are 
still serving in Dublin offices at £80 a 
year, while Mr. Drennan draws about 
seven times that amount; whether Sir 
Robert Holmes has shown any practical 
solicitude for the amelioration of the 
conditions under which these other 
temporary clerks serve; and will he 
investigate a state of affairs which makes 
it possible to reject proposals for small 
increases to other clerks in Dublin 
Government oftices whilst the personal 
subordinates of the Treasury Remem- 
brancer receive promotions of the 
character indicated. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I will answer the 
first part of the Question. Mr. Drennan 
was appointed in 1892 at a salary of 30s. 
a week, which was raised in December, 
1894, to £2 a week, and from Ist January, 
1899, to £3 a week. His appointment to 
the post of staff officer in the Registry of 
Titles was offered him by the Registrar, 
approved by the Lord Chancellor and 
the assigned judge of the High Court 
and sanctioned by the Treasury. The 
appointment was made wholly upon 
grounds of merit, which have been 
amply confirmed. As regards the re- 
maining portion of this Question I, 
must refer the hon. Member to my reply 
of the 23rd instant. 


Irish Land Stock Interest. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if under the Treasury rales 
issued in pursuance of Section 36, Sub- 
section 5, of the Irish Land Act, 1903, a 


t See (4) Debates, elxxii., 1576-8. 








543 


person to whom land stock is issued in 
the month of March or April in any 
year is paid six months’ interest on such 
stock on the 21st of June next following, 
although this stock has only been in 
existence for a portion of six months ; if 
he is aware that Section 28, Sub-Section 1 
enacts that dividends on Irish land stock, 
are to be paid at the rate of 2} per 
cent. per annum, and that payments 
such as described above are largely in 
excess of the rate of 2}? per cent. per 
annum; can he state by what authority 
the Treasury are entitled to pay a 
greater rate than that authorised by the 
Irish Land Act, 1903, to the detriment of 
[rish funds, which were declared and 
intended to be for other purposes ; and 
whether he intends to bring the Treasury 
Rules into conformity with tke Act of 
Parliament, and take steps without legis- 
lation to see that no unearned dividend 
is paid on future issue of land stock, by 


Questions. 
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notice at the time of issue that dividends | 


will only be paid half-yearly at the rate 
of 2? per cent. per annum, as provided 
by Section 28, Sub-section 1. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The 
Rule under Section 36 (5) prescribes the 
dates on which certain payments shall be 
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that as it may, however, the practice of 
issuing stock to carry a full dividend on 
the first dividend day is the regular 
practice in the issue of British Govern. 
ment stocks ; it is not a special procedure 
devised for the guaranteed 2} per cent. 
stock ; and it is adopted on the highest 
expert advice as being the course best 
calculated to secure the most favourable 
issue of the stock. 


Questions, 


Mr. MOONEY (Newry): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman issue a statement 
showing how the loss of £102,000 is 
made up ? 


Mr RUNCIMAN: Yes: if the hon. 
Member will put down an unstarred 
Question I will circulate the Answer. 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland and the 
Ulster Members. 

Viscount TURNOUR asked the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland a question of 
which he had given him private notice, 
viz., to which hon. Members the right 
hon. Gentleman referred in his speech at 


| Halifax on Friday, when k» said there 


Treasury | 


made by the lrish Land Commission to | 


the National Debt Commissioners. It 
does not affect the amount payable as 
dividend to a holder of guaranteed 
2} per. cent. stock. The dividends on 
that stock are not payable on 2Ist June, 
but on Ist January and Ist July in each 
year. I am aware that Section 28 (1) 
of the Act provides that the stock 
shall yield dividends at the rate of 
2? per cent. per annum on the nominal 
amount of the capital. Where a fresh 
issue of stock is made in the month of 
March or April, the usual practice would 
be to issue the stock with a title to a 
half-year’s dividend on the following Ist 
July. The stock is in effect created 
as from the preceding 2nd January, 
and bears interest at 2} per cent. from 
that date. There is nothing in the Act 
to prescribe that the stock shall bear 
interest only from the date on which the 
subscribers’ instalments are paid up. 


There is, however, a provision in Sub- | 


section (2) of Section 28 requiring that 


equal half-yearly dividends shall be paid | 


on the due dates, which might be difficult 
to reconcile with the procedure proposed 
by the hon. and learned Member. 


Be | 


were men in the House of Commons 
who made it their business at question 
time, day after day, to ask questions, no: 
for the purpose of gaining information, 
but to malign and misrepresent their 
native country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question does 
not come within the rule of urgency. 


SEVERAL NATIONALIST MEM- 


BERS: Carrion crows! Carrion crows! 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
desire respectfully to ask you, Sir, upon 
what seems to me a breach of privilege, 
whether the Chief Secretary was entitled 
to say of brother Members that they ask 
question after question, not for the pur- 
pose of gaining information, but solely 
to malign and misrepresent tkeir native 
country. That is a deliberate indictment 
of the honour and bona-fides of Members 
of this House. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH : 
lutely true, nevertheless. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If that statement 
had been made within the walls of this 
House it clearly would not have been 
permissible. It would have attributed 
motives, and that is not permissible. 


It was abso- 
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Mr. BIRRELL: After what has just { 


fallen from you, Sir, may I say that the 
words which I find at the foot of the Ques- 
tion of which the noble Lord gave me 
private notice are a condensation of what 
[ actually said, which was that, as ques- 
tions were constantly put to me which evi- 
dently added nothing to the inforraation 
of the persons asking them, or to that of 
the police who are responsible for the 
peace in Ireland, or to my information, 
it would seem that the only object in 


| 
| 


| Prime 


putting them was to create a false im- | 


pression in England of the real state of 
things in Ireland. 


Viscount TURNOUR: I apologise to 
the right hon. Gentleman for having 
taken the words of The Times report as 
what he said. Had I known Zhe Vimes 
report was false I should not have put 
down the Question. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The noble Lord may 
not have had as much experience as I of 
the condensation of reports. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman deny that he used the 
words? [NATIONALIST cries of “ Caw, 
caw.” | 


not entitled to ask a question of that 
kind without notice. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: May I puta 


Question down on the Paper ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
will hand in the Question I will consider 
it from the point of view of order. 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 
Mr, BILLSON (Staffordshire, N.W.) : 
[ beg to ask the Prime Minister if, in 
view of the interest taken in the Court 
of Criminal Appeal Bill, he will arrange 
for the Second Reading on an early day. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ hope to put this Bill down for an early 
day, but I am afraid I cannot state a 
definite time at present. 


Care of the Feeble-minded. 

Lorp Rk. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
he can state when the Royal Commission 
on the Care and Control of the Feeble 
minded is likely to report. 


Questions. 546 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I have made inquiries and I am informed 
by the Chairman of the Royal Commis- 
sion that the evidence has just been 
closed and that the Report will be pre- 
sented at the earliest possible moment, 
but how soon this will be it is impossible 
to say. 


Sir Horace Plunkett. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Minister whether Sir Horace 
Plunkett has resigned the office of Vice- 
President of the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction in 
Ireland. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon. Member will have seen the 
published correspondence between Sir 
Horace Plunkett and my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary, and that will 
give him the information which he 
desires. 


The Imperial Conference. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will state the 
reasons which have led the Government 
to oppose the full and immediate publica- 


| tion of the proceedings of the Imperial 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is | 


Conference on the subject of preferential 
commercial relationships between -,the 
States of the Empire. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No distinction is drawn between different 
subjects in the manner of their treatment 
with regard to publication. The question 
of publication is, as I have frequently 
stated, for the decision of the Conference 
itself. 


Viscount TURNOUR asked why the 
report of that part of the Conference 


| which dealt with Imperial defence and of 


the speech of the Secretary for War was 
published in much fuller detail than 
reports dealing with other subjects. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I understand the Conference so decided. 
At any rate, there hasbeen no interfer- 
ence on the part of the Government. 


Public Rights of Way. 
Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg "to ask 
the Prime Minister whether in any 


scheme of land legislation he may submit 
to the House he will include measures 
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for restoring to public use and enjoy- 
ment roadside strips, public footpaths, 
and commons that have been illegally 
appropriated by private persons and are 
now held without legal title. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The matter that my hon. friend refers to 
will not be lost sight of, though I hardly 
think it would be desirable to overload 
the Bills which we have contemplated by 


provisions such as he suggests. I may 
perhaps remind him that the Local 


Government Act of 1894 empowers local 
authorities to take certain steps in main- 
taining rights of common. 


Viscount HELMSLEY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman state upon what 
grounds he contemplates fresh legislation 
in regard to land in England when the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
stated last session in the House of Lords 
that the Agricultural Holdings Act, then 
before Parliament, represented the whole 
policy of the Government as regards 
Jand. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not see how that arises in the very 
least degree out of the Question. 
STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 

PANEL), 

Mr. STUAkT-WoRTLEY reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel; That they had 
appointed Sir Thomas Esmonde to act as 
Chairman of Standing Committee A ; 
Mr. John William Wilson to act as 
Chairman of Standing Committee B; 
Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as Chairman 
of Standing Committee C; and Mr. 
Eugene Wason to act as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee on Scottish Bills. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


LANDHOLDERS 


BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


SMALL (SCOTLAND) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) rose to move as an Amendment, 
“ That this House welcomes State action 
to promote small holdings ; but, support- 
ing the principle of responsible ownership 
in land, it believes that the Government 
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policy should be based on purchase, and 
deprecates the extension of an extreme 
form of divided ownership to districts 
beyond those crofter areas where the 
occupier provides equipment.” He said 
the Amendment dealt with two aspects 
of the Bill which were detrimental to 
individual initiative and failed to meet 
the requirements of public control. The 
Amendment of his hon. friend opposite 
dealt with a similar point on more con- 
tracted lines.+ It also asserted the prin- 
ciple of responsible ownership. That, to 
his mind, was an essential principle and he 
would be prepared to support such an 
Amendment as against the Bill. In his 
opinion no more important question had 
ever come before the House, and he would 
like to remind hon. Members of some of 
its main features. On the one hand 
they had a depressing shrinkage in the 
number of persons employed on the soil, 
a point of supreme importance when 
considered in connection with the re- 
stricted area of these islands and the 
proportion which the country population 
bore to the total population as well as the 
extent of their external responsibilities. 
The landward population furnished the 
vital strength of the people. Among the 
weak points of our land system one was 
that in no country was there so large an 
area of waste as they found in Scotland. 
In no country were large estates and large 
holdings so prevalent ; in no country was 
there such an unparalleled import of the 
necessaries of life which could be profit- 
ably grown at home, nor was there 
elsewhere any such cleavage as was to 
be found in Scotland between the country 
and town populations, and where there 
were so few of those living in the villages 
and towns who found employment on the 
neighbouring land. In fact, in Scotland, 
if additional labour was required on the 
land they could only get it from Ireland, 
and they found, he admitted, that the 
Trish were the best workers aiter all. 
Another feature was the large extent 
of land devoted to purposes of pleasure 
and of sport. If access to the land 
was difficult at times it was even 
more disquieting to find access to it so 
generally unsought, and the condition 


¢ Mr. Barnes,—On Second Reading of 
Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill, to move, 
“That no Bill providing for State aid in the 
purchase of land can be satisfactory unless it 
»ovides for the vesting of the freehold in the 
State.” 
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of affairs in Scotland showed how 
entirely divorced the urban population 
had come to be from the soil. The State, 
was nowhere so little alive to its 
responsibilities, whether as an educator 
or an experimenter, and especially as an 
active agent in cases where the initiative 
of the private owner failed. On the other 
hand they had the first agriculture in the 
world in the production of certain forms 
of crop: they were the first stock-raisers 
in the world, and in no other country 
was the equipment of a holding at 
once so complete or so costly as in 
Scotland. They had also an elaborate 
system of preservation of game. He 
believed his right hon. friend the Lord 
Advocate had given some attention to that 
matter. But he was not himself sure of 
the advantages of that form of revenue. 
Still, it was there, and they had to make 
something of it as best they could, 
because, after all, a considerable propor- 
tion of the population in some places had 
come to depend upon it. He was inclined 
to think that on the whole they would 
have been better off in Scotland if no 
game rent had ever been received in that 
country, because then they would have 
had to devote their attention to the 
ordinary products of the soil, and the 
industrial use of the land by agriculture 
would have been more advanced than 
it now was. Out of a total area of nine- 
teen million acres in Scotland about one 
fourth was available for agriculture and 
one fourth for sylviculture. Apart from 
the urban area, they had about ten 
million acres which remained to be dealt 
with. Their objects were two-fold, first 
to increase the number of those that the 
soil would maintain, and secondly to 
improve the status of those who were 
there. There were three lines of action 
open to them, the first was afforestation, 
the second was intensive agriculture, and 
the third was the creation of small farms. 
Atforestation would be a means of bring- 
ing population to the land of Scotland. 
There were four of five millions of acres 
which, under a Forest Department, might 
attract people to the soil and this was 
Government work, because under no 
other form could they ensure that con- 
tinuous good management which made 
sylviculture possible. There were two 
or three millions of acres ‘best suited to 
sylviculture which might be transferred, 
under the schedule of the Deer Forests 
Commission, permanently to croiters graz- 
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ing lands, that might not add appreciably 
to the number on the soil; it would 
add to the comfort of those who were 
already there ; whereas if the area were re- 
tained for afforestation tens of thousands 
of families might find their living in the 
work of sylviculture and its attendant in- 
dustries. The Bill neglected the remedy 
for depopulation which afforestation would 
afford, and unless there was some security 
for obtaining free right of entry upon 
land suitable, it would block the way to 
developing any scheme of afforestation. 
3y intensive cultivation they could sup- 
plant ordinary agriculture and it would add 
to the number on the soil. He thought 
three or four acres were sufficient to main- 
tain a family in comfort on suitable soil. 
As an illustration of that he would 
quote from the evidence given before the 
inquiry of James Stewart, a small holder, 
who was a shoemaker by trade. He 
rented two acres at £5 per acre about 
twenty-five years ago, and went into the 
fruit trade. Stewart's next venture was 
the leasing of five acres of ground at Old 
Rattray, and subsequently he bought this 
ground at £100 per acre. In a short 
time he had sold two and-a-half acres 
for £700, and held as profit the remaining 
two and-a-half acres plus £200. He then 
leased nine acres at £10 per acre, this 
high rent being caused by the fear of 
compensation claims. In 1902 he bought 
fifteen acres, and was now one of the 
occupying owners at Essendy. Since 
then he had leased a number of acres at 
St. Fink, two miles north from Rattray, 
at £4 per acre. That was a remarkable 
example of what might be done by fruit 
growing, on a system of intensive culti- 
vation. Intensive cultivation could be 
well conducted either through local 
authorities, agricultural associations, or 
occupying ownership. Much could be 
done simply through purchasing land 
and reselling it. In his opinion in- 
tensive cultivation was the proper 
sphere for the local authorities. 
The land needed very little equipment, 
whereas the county council was not 
competent to work small farms, because 
of the cost of equipment and the difficulty 
of management ; that branch of the land 
question could best be dealt with by a 
central authority. The local authority was 
an admirable agent, not only to provide 
land for market gardening but for another 
ultimate purpose. If the town councils 
could take land by compulsion at a fair 
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market price they could possess them- 
selves of land values, and in that way they 
could solve the building land difficulty. 
For these reasons he thought the 
largest powers should be given to local 
authorities, and there was no reason why 
the fullest freedom should not be allowed 
to the expansion of intensive cultivation. 
He regretted that the Bill ignored 
the agency of the local authority ; 
indeed, it expressly excluded suburban 
land from the scope of the measure, and 
that was a limitation which needed 
explanation. Then as to the creation of 
small farms, he contended that if these 
small farms were to be used for the 
growth of the ordinary agricultural crops 
they ought to be of an economic size, say 
fifty acres. But by their creation thev 
did not necessarily add to the number of 
persons on the soil; what they did 
was to add to the status of the small 
farmer as compared with the farm 
servant. The area available for small 
farms was limited by the visiting equip- 
ment, which represented the whole value 
of the arable land. They were dealing, 
therefore, not with land but with capital. 
The small farmers could not afford to pay 
the same rent as the large farmers. The 
smal] farmer might be able to compete 
with the large farmer if he was equally 
well trained, and could co-operate. It 


was only fair to state that small 
farms had held their own wonder- 
fully well in Scotland considering 


the great disadvantages under which 
they laboured, although the work of 
dairy farming, which was the most 
remunerative form, without co-operation 
was but a life of grinding toil. The imme- 
diate needs with respect to small holdings 
were that the State should experiment 
with large groups of small holdings in 
suitable localities, and when it had been 
shown that they could be made a per- 
manent economic success they would then 
be widely established. The large tarmer 
was able to handle his produce in bulk, but 
not so the small farmer ; and therefore to 
scatter small farms promiscuously through- 
out the country was to invite failure at 
the public expense. Groups of small 
holdings ought to be set up under co- 
operative conditions, and under a variety 
of tenure suitable to the customs of the 
locality. The cast-iron tenure laid down 
was one of the defects of the Bill. 
Tenure differed in different counties. In 
Worcestershire they found occupying 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
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ownership, in Lincolnshire there was 
mostly a yearly tenure, in Scotland asa 
rule they had the nineteen years lease 
tenure, and in the Highlands the per- 
manent form of tenure. They had to 
adopt the kind of tenure which was suit- 
able to the locality before they could put 
the tenants on a basis which was likely 
to succeed. In agriculture there was 
great need of object lessons, especially 
in regard to experiments in equip- 
ment. He believed that land could 
be equipped cheaper for small than it 
was now equipped for large farms, 
but until more experiments were made 
upon that point it would remain a 
matter of opinion. He noticed that 
there was no money provided for such 
experiments under the Bill, and conse- 
quently the essentials to make the scheme 
a success would be starved, because all 
the money under the Bill was ear-marked 
for the equipment of small holdings. The 
smallholder had very few enemies as 
yet, but he thought that he would find 
a good many enemies created for him 
under the Bill. The machinery required 
for England and Scotland was practically 
identical. There were three agencies 
available: (1) The agency of the State; 
(2) the agency of the local authority; 
and (3) that of the individual. He drew 
attention to the land programme as 
outlined by the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies at Drury Lane, 
and stated his belief that the trend of 
opinion, whether in the Highlands or 
elsewhere, was entirely in the direction 
of small holdings. It was very important 
that the House should see the English 
Bill before they went into Committee 
on the Scottish Bill. If purchase was 
a sound principle in the one case, 
it would not be unsound in the other. 
It would be of infinite advantage to both 
countries to know what principle they 
were definitely embarking upon. After all, 
though the Cheviots formed the dividing 
line between the two countries, they did 
not divide two systems of agriculture, 
except that to the north equipment was 
more costly, and tenure was more 
methodically arranged. The application 
by a central authority of its own powers, 
or of its pressure upon local authorities 
and private owners, to meet any genuine 
demand for small holdings was the pivot 
of the settlement of this question. The 
speech of the Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies had made it clear that the 





was 
asa 
ease 
per- 
1 to 
suit- 
put 
kely 
was 
‘lally 
uip- 
ould 
in it 
rms, 
nade 
in a 
that 
such 
onse- 
heme 
sc all 
irked 
The 
es as 
| find 
- him 
uired 
ically 
ncies 
tate ; 
rity ; 
drew 
18 as 
vy of 
Lane, 
nd of 
ds or 
ection 
yrtant 
nglish 
nittee 
e was 
case, 
other. 
) both 
they 
ter all, 
viding 
Vv did 
ilture, 
it was 
more 
cation 
owers, 
orities 
enuine 
) pivot 
The 
or the 
at the 





553 Small Lundholders 
English Bill was to be on a purchase 
basis. The right hon. Gentleman said— | 
“They wished to pay a fair market price for 
land which was taken for public purposes, 
Private persons would imitate the State and 
initiate small holdings. 
State by the use of its credit and authority 
could never be alienated again. Nothing 
could be accepted that would obstruct public 
ownership. No scheme could havea chance 
which did not combine individual incentive 
with collectivist apparatus.” 
That was a_ perfectly sound _ policy, 
it clearly indicated a purchase basis and 
responsible ownership of the land. By 
responsible ownership he did not mean 
ownership entirely in the hands of the 
individual, but ownership by the State 
or the local authority or the individual. 


Bill 


With an English on these lines 
they should get to work immediately. 
They got the requisite flexibility of 


tenure because that was assured under 
responsible ownership, and they would 
use the owner to the full, for he would 
desire to avoid expropriation. There 
was no reason why the £10,000,000 or 
£12,000,000 a year now spent on equip- 
ment by British landowners should 
not be spent just as readily on small 
holdings as on large. But that 
expenditure must necessarily cease under 
any system of divided ownership. 
This Bill would provide £65,000 a year 
to be spent in equipment, and would 


risk the loss of the £2,000,000 a 
year that was now spent by the 
owners, who would no longer invest 
under divided ownership. He was 
merely talking of what an_ ordinary 
business man in Scotland, or anywhere 
else, would do under divided owner- 


ship; they could not expect the present 
landowners to go on with this ex- 
penditure. With divided ownership 

was more diffieilt to borrow money 
for improvements, and the value of 
the property was depreciated. That had 
heen seen in one or two cases which 
had lately been tried. If a small holder 
made money on his little farm, or failed, 
ie would wish to leave or to take more 
land in order to make more money. Then 
the owner was resurrected in order to 
take over the new equipment and add it 


to the old one left on his own hand. 
The State was to make gifts and 
advance loans in a way which made 


the Bill far more complicated than any- 
thing in the Irish Land Act. Ifa small 
tenant failed, he remained attached 
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_be able to go on to another farm. 
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| the land until he could pay up his debt. 
| He could hardly conceive a more com- 
"plicated system. In fact, it was un- 
| workable. It would set up a body judicial 
in form, but not judicial in character—an 
exotic authority having no place in the 
permanent institutions of the country. 
It would not be of a judicial character, 
because it would represent an interested 
party, and all claims woul] be settled by it. 
[t would come under the lash of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for any loss, or it 
would e»ome under the lash of the hon, 
Member for Ross and Cromarty if it did 
not take up enough land. In.case of 
failure the loss would have to fall on 
somebody. The Land Court proposed 
under the Bill would not be accepted as a 
judicial authority—it had some of the 
characteristics of the Star Chamber and 
some of the attributes of Paul Pry. 
Its business was to make the thing pay 


at any cost, and therefore it could 
not be accepted as impartial. Co-opera- 
tion would be withheld. In most of 
the clauses there was an_ unlimited 
opening for  litigation—an opening 
which was lacking in last year’s Bill. 


He was dealing with people who, taking 
land under economic conditions, were 
anxious to make money. He believed that 
the costs of a Land Court would be a 
very serious matter indeed. As to the 
framework of the Bill, it was repudiated 
by the agriculturists ef Scotland. It 
had been repudiated by the Scottish 
Chamber of Agriculture almost unani- 


mously at a meeting at which over 
200 members were present. He con- 


fessed that he would like to see a special 
branch of the Board of Agriculture in 
Scotland, not another dead branch of the 
dry administrative tree, but an organisa- 
tion which would have the authority 


and knowledge of the Agricultural 
Department in London. The Bill pro- 


fessed that its object was to attract 
people to the soil; but he maintained 
that it would not. It was intended to 
raise the status of those who were on 
the soil. That was doubtful, because a 
small holder would find it very difficult 
to rise under the conditions of the Bill. 


They gave him no facilities to rise. 
Free sale would have to be given, so that 


he might get rid of his equipment and 
Why 
should he forfeit all protection under 
valued rent when he took a larger farm ! 


o | He believed that free sale was an essential 
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or 


e 


provision, under ordinary economic con- | 


ditions, of any scheme of security of 


tenure under divided ownership. The Sec- | 
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} 
| 
| 


retary for Scotland, in Roxburghshire, | 


recognised that there must be co-opera- 
tion amongst small farmers and held that 
this was impracticable without security 
of tenure ; but it was just as much in the 
interests of the landlords to co-operate as 
it was to the tenants. If a central creamery 
or depot were put up the landlords would 
save enormously by not having to provide 
separate milk and cheese rooms for each 
tenant. He believed that if in Scotland 
they set up divided ownership with 
valued rents it would lend itself to 
bad farming, for the farm would often 
be run down out of condition before the 
valuation was fixed. It would be the 
Irish failure over again. The Highland 
tenure worked well because the people 
there were fixed on the soil. Suppose 
crofters wanted to emigrate to Canada, 
the Crofter Act would break down unless 
there was free sale. There was a real 
distinction between the Highland and 
the Lowland line. On the one side 
the tenant made the permanent im- 
provements, and on the other side the 
landlord made the permanent improve- 
ments. He believed that divided owner- 
ship was impossible outside the crofter 


area. Before the Small Holdings Inquiry 
there was no shred of evidence in 
favour of dividing large farms into 


small holdings by compulsory leasing. 
Mr. Miller, who was a leader of the 
Land League in Caithness, like other 
witnesses before the inquiry, was in 
favour of purchase. On that principle 
all ditticulty disappeared. If an Agri- 


cultural Commission and Land Court 
were set up no man would be ever 
able to get through the work of the 


Agricultural Commissioner. All holdings 
of under tifty acres would have to be 
dealt with. He would have to supervise 
not only the control of all holdings under 
fifty acres, and to have the responsibility 
of sub-dividing all holdings over 150 
acres, but also to provide a_ fresh 
equipment by way of loan or gift. One 
of the leading defects of the Bill was 
that the land within urban areas would be 
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farms would be excluded from its 
operation in Scotland until the leases 
fell out. The restriction affecting a 
farm between £50 and £150, leaving 
the authority of the owner over it 
absolute, was either hostile to the main 


object or a mere paper restriction. If 
fixity of tenure was a good thing 
for farms below £50, was it a_ bad 


thing above £50? He thought that 
all these restrictions ought to be swept 
away out of the Bill, because they 
would never have appeared except for 
the vicious principle of divided ownership 
upon which the Bill was founded. The 
influence of divided ownership was over 
the whole scheme, and he did not see 
how the landlord conld be expected to 
keep up the equipment whether farms 
came under the Act or whether they did 
not. He believed that free sale was the 
inevitable consequence of the provisions 
of the Bill in order to provide efficient 
equipment. Money must be found some- 
how in Scotland for this equipment. If 
the owners did not find it it must be found 
by the occupiers, who would not readily 
find it, and did not want to do so, and 
therefore it must be found by the State. If 
the money was to be provided by the State 
it would not be £65,000, but ten or 


twenty times that sum. The Scottish 
farmer was very much of the same 
opinion as the ‘Scottish owner. They 


held that divided ownership could not be 
a permanent system. The promoters of 
this Bill had never faced the ditticulty of 
equipment, but, like the perplexed 
minister, having looked the difticulty 
firmly in the face, they had passed it by 
on the other side. The finance of the 
Bill, moreover, deserved, he thought, 
the attention of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer because some innocent 
successor of the present occupant of 
the office would some day have to 
find another hundred millions neces- 
sary to produce order out of chaos, 
and once more establish responsible owner- 
shipinsome shape or another by the State, 
the community, or the individual. It was 
said that “all depended upon the 
members of the Land Board and the Com- 
mission,” and no doubt a good deal did 


outside its scope, whether holdings were depend upon them. Too much. He 
large or small. He would like to see did not think that any such power 
something like what they had in| as that proposed could be given to 
France, intensive cultivation within| any Department. He was not sure 
a wide radius of populous centres.| whether, even if the promoters of the 
Under the provisions of the Bill’ Bill were to appoint themselves on the 


Mr. Munro Ferquson. 
Vr. M I 
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Commission and the Land Court, the | 
operation of the Bill would be freed from | 
eril. If they were going to nationalise | 
land, byjall means let them do so ; let them | 
do so by some thoroughgoing and states- | 
manlike scheme ; but he did object to) 
the policy of abolishing responsible owner- | 
ship. He was one of a small ininority in | 
the House who were perhaps better at 
working on the land than at talking 
about it. He had tried to make his views | 
plain, and had asked some plain questions, | 
to which, he had no doubt, he would get | 
perfectly plain answers. He wanted to | 
know why the system of purchase had 
been set aside, and whether the substance | 
| 
| 
| 


of the English Bill would be known before 
they went into Committee on this Bill. 
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did not see how they could, and if they 
did not find it possible, how were the 
two or three millions a year necessary 
for equipment and development to be 
found? It would also be desirable 
to know on what principle the gifts 
or loans of the Government were 
to be distributed, and why the local 
authorities were not to have compulsory 
powers of purchasing land at a fair 
market value assessed by official 
valuers. Again, how was the owner to 
be assured of his existing rent whether 
it was high or whether it was low, and 
after the seven fat years he was to enjoy, 
how was he to fare during the succeeding 
lean years? How was the money 
to be got for groups of small ex- 


| perimental farms, and how were the 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. SincLatr, Forfarshire): Certainly | 
not. It is not before the House. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
regretted that, and in that case he | 
thought the Bill ought to be considered 
in Committtee of the Whole House. | 
Strongly as he was in favour of the 
Scottish Committee, he had always said 
that there were certain conditions under 
which Bills should be considered by a 
Committee of the Whole House, or one 
representative of the Whole House. 


Mr. SINCLAIR pointed out that he 
was not responsible in the least for the 
English Bill. The hon. Member knew 
the arrangement in regard to this debate, 
which was that it should be taken to-night 
and to morrow night, and that no other 
business should be taken, and that then 
the Bill should automatically go to the 
Standing Scottish Committee upstairs. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON thought 
that they ought to know definitely 
what the form of the English Bill 
would be before this Bill went 
upstairs. He was convinced that the 
limitation and machinery of the Bill would 
cireumscribe the very small relative area 
available for small farais. At best that 
area was very small and if unnecessarily 
restricted he thought it would be im- 
possible to give them a fair chance. 
The first draft of the Bill did not provide 
for the Land Court, and he would like 
to know for what reason it was intro- 
duced. No doubt most owners desired 
to co-operate in small holdings, but he 
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(sovernment going to face the expendi- 
ture upon afforestation? On what 
ground was it proposed to withdraw agri- 
cultural interests from the Board of Agri- 
culture and set up another Board in 
Edinburgh? One would also like to 


| know, if fixity of tenure was good in 


itself, why it was to be limited to the 
cases of holdings below £50? And why 
should free sale be denied when it was 
really wanted if the small tenant was 
really to obtain facilities torise ? All the 
limitations in regard to the taking of 
land should be dropped and compulsory 
leasing should be abandoned in favour 
of purchase, while town and county 
councils should be utilised and a Forest 
Department should undertake sylvicul- 
ture. Although he did not look at 
it as the sole solution, still he had 
great sympathy with the occupying 
ownership scheme of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Bordesley, 
because he thought if they were going 
to attract people from the towns on to 
the soil again it was only a system of 
ownership which would do it. He could 
not blame anyone for voting against this 
Bill as it stood, because he should vote 
against it himself. It was not, he might 
point out, always the landlord who 
suffered by a badly drafted Bill, but often 
the tenant. When the Land Tenure Bill 
was before the House they had a dis- 
cussion which ended in the landlords 
getting all the Amendments in their 
favour inserted and in the tenants losing 
all the Amendments which were put 
down in their interest. He urged, there- 
fore, that this Bill should be put upon 
a sound basis of responsible ownership, 


U 
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and that the limitations which it {tion of land became a reasonable pro- 


contained, and which were necessitated 
by its vicious principle, should be left 
out of it. He begged to move. 


*Sin E. TENNANT (Salisbury) in 
seconding the Amendment, said the 


delicacy and importance of the Bill | 


now before the House had drawn him 
from a seclusion which had hitherto 
remained unbroken. They had authority 
for saying that the position of small 
holders was not ideal. In France especi- 
ally there were 6,000,000 of small holders 
who were in receipt of pauper assistance. 
They wished to see small holdings adopted 
in this country, but in order that they 
should be adopted they must be on an 
economic basis. The question arose, 
therefore, how that could be done. 
Scotland was not a new country like 
Tasmania, where it could be easily accom- 
plished. In Scotland they had an ancient 
land tenure that was understood and 
which was characteristic of the Scottish 
nation. It must be provided in the first 
place that these holdings should be put on 
a business footing. The second condition 
was that there should be no element 


that could alienate any class; and the — 


third that a fair return or capital should 
be reasonably expected. How were those 
conditions borne out in the Bill? 
Government proposed to take good land 
from possibly a good landlord, who might 
be a poor landlord, while the bad land- 
lord in the same neighbourhood might not 
suffer at all. It must be remembered the 


land in Scotland was not looked upon | 


merely as capital from which interest 
alone might be extracted. It was re- 
garded as a_ sacred heritage. 


inexperienced man; the Land Commis- 
sioners might erect buildings for him, and 
he might make a start. He could quite 


imagine a few bad years, and want of | 


knowledge of the conditions of the 
country would leave him bankrupt. If 
such a man left his holding what became 
of the improvements? He supposed the 
Land Commissioners would endeavour to 
get their value from the landlord, and 
leave him with improvements which he 
did not want. The Bill not only trans- 
gressed the ordinary canons of commercial 
life, but very nearly transgressed the Ten 
Commandments. They used to look for 
protection from the Government, but 
compared with this Bill the nationalisa- 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


The | 


The | 
applicant for a small holding might be an | 


posal. It was one thing to redistribute 
the land as national property, but quite 
|another thing for the Government to 
redistribute land in this manner, and 
_ take the land of large owners of property 
| without taking financial responsibility. 
If the demand for small holdings was not 
artificial there was plenty of good land in 
Scotland to-day which might be had by 
voluntary purchase. His hon. friend had 
shown what land had been excluded from 
this Bill, yet that land, surburban land, 
was the very land where this experiment 
might have been tried with the greatest 
success. In the neighbourhood of towns 
was to be found a ready market, handy 
railway communication, and every ad- 
vantage to make small holdings a success, 
and with regard to intensive agriculture 
in the future he had the greatest hope for 
that form of agriculture where co-opera- 
tion was possible. If the Government 
desired to give small holdings in Scotland 
they should have avoided the interminable 
confusion which these questions would 
raise when tenancies came to an end. 
When rights of land were taken away 
they should surely be paid for. He 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘that’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to insert the 
words, ‘this House welcomes State action 
to promote small holdings ; but supporting 
the principle of responsible ownership in land, 
it believes that the Government policy should 
be based on purchase, and deprecates the 
extension of an extreme form of divided 
ownership to districts beyond those crofter 
areas where the occupier provides equip- 
ment.’ ”—(Mr. Munro Ferguson.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


| *THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Urg, Linlithgowshire) 
said the House had listened to an inter- 
esting although somewhat discursive 
homily on agriculture in general, and 
‘intensive cultivation and small hold- 
ings in particular. With a great deal of 
what the hon. Gentleman had said he 
entirely agreed, but it did not seem to 
him that it was militated against in the 
slightest degree by the present Bill. The 
House would, however, agree that they 
had not heard from his hon. friend any 
| reasoned attack on the principle of the 
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Bill, and still less any reasoned defence 
of the Amendment which was proposed. 
He was emboldened to rise at once 
and make some reply to the challenge 
of his hon. friend upon the method, 
not the°aim of the Bill, because the 
Amendment did not encroach on the 
question of husbandry, but was confined | 
exclusively to a question on which he | 
did not feel himself quite at sea. | 
His hon. friend had commented on the | 
absence from the Bill of what he 
called responsible ownership, but he | 
would endeavonr to show that although 
responsible ownership in the form 
understood by his hon. friend was 
absent the valuable element to a small 
holder of responsible ownership was pre- 
sent. The hon. Gentleman had also com- 
plained of the presence in the Bill of what 
he called divided ownership. He (Mr. | 
Ure) hoped to satisfy the House that 
there was not a shred of divided owner- | 
ship in the Bill. His hon. friend had put | 
forward as a complete solution of the, 
problem which confronted the House a 
scheme of State aided land purchase, of 
which all that need be said was that it 
was a system contrary to the genius and 
customs of the Scottish people. 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
did not contemplate a general system of 
land purchase. He only advocated land 
purchase for groups of experimental 
farms as a preliminary step. 


*Mr. URE said that limited the) 
Amendment to a very narrow area. He | 
was, however, afraid that as he understood | 
it there was no other alternative to the | 
scheme. A scheme for acquiring small | 
holdings by purchase would cost millions 
of money and would, in the opinion ot | 
the Government, need to be forced on 
those for whose benefit it was intended, 
and further it afforded no guarantee 
against ineflicient cultivation of the land. 
He congratulated his hon. friend on his | 
phraseology. He had abandoned dual 
ownership. Dual ownership was a vile 
phrase —a phrase which found no place in 
our system of Scottish jurisprudence. 
“ Joint ownership ” they knew, but joint 
ownership was not in this Bill. Joint | 
ownership meant that without agreement 
or without recourse to the law courts | 
the joint owners were paralytic on 
their own property. But he denied the 
existence of joint ownership in this | 
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measure. He did not propose to split 
straws or chop logic, but to inquire what 
were the rights of which the landlord 
would be shorn and what were the rights 
which the tenant would obtain if the 
3ill became law to-morrow. What could 
the landlord do to-day which he would 
not be able to do when the Bill became 
law of the land? The House would 
agree that that was a fair way to state 
the case. He said without hesitation that 
the only change which the Bill made in 
the land tenure of Scotland, in the law 
which regulated the relationship between 
landlord and tenant, was that it deprived 
the landlord of the right which he at 
present possessed, without giving, or 
indeed having, any good reason whatever, 
to remove a tenant ; and it endowed the 
tenant with the right, which he did not 
at present possess, of remaining on in his 
holding unless there was some good cause 
to remove him. He said deliberately that 
that was the sole change which was made 
in the law of landlord and tenant in Scot- 
land by the Bill. He was not for a moment 
forgetting the existence in the Bill of the 
provisions for enabling an impartial and 
skilled tribunal to fix a fair rent between 
As the House very 
well knew, the fair-rent court was the 
inevitable consequence of the introduction 
of fixed tenure. Fixed tenure, as the 
House knew quite well, was an im- 
possibility without a fair-rent court. 
It was perfectly obvious that if the land- 
lord was eager to get rid of a disagree- 
able tenant he had only to fix an exorbi- 
tant rent, and when the tenant could not 
pay he turned him out. Therefore the 
House could not say that such a 
change was not abolishing the right of 
arbitrary eviction on the part of the 
landlord. The Bill carried the matter a 
step further than the Act of last session. 
The Act of last session, the House would 
remember, left the landlord’s right of 
arbitrary eviction untouched, but com- 
pelled him to pay compensation for the 
exercise of it. This Bill, on the other 
hand, abolished the right altogether, and 
correctly so; because let the House 
never forget that the measure dealt 
exclusively with the holdings which were 
men’s homes, and out of which they had 
to make their living. A man’s right of 
tenancy was absolutely destroyed, if he 
ceased to live upon and to cultivate 
his holding. He did not for a single 
moment underrate the magnitude of this 
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change, which provided that a tenant 
should no longer, without good and 
valid reasons, be removed from his hold- 
ing. It might be said that the objection 
to the change was sentimental. Let it 
be so. Sentiment was the most power- 
ful motive which actuated mankind. Man 
died for sentiment. But then, although a 
sentimental objection did not yield to 
logic, it vanished away before the 


soothing influence of time. Although 
he had often heard hon. Gentlemen 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
threaten what the landlords would 
do if certain Bills were passed, he 
had never heard one hon. Gentleman 


or right hon. Gentleman say that they 
would do those things themselves. He 
rather thought they did the landlords an 
injustice. For his part, he declined 
absolutely to believe that if the Bill 
became law the landlords of Scotland 
would refrain from following that fair 
and just policy which they had almost 
universally pursued in the case of their 
tenants. Members opposite might say 
why then did the Government propose 
to destroy the landlords’ prestige. His 
answer was, “Sentiment,” an| sentiment 
was just as strong in the tenant as in the 
landlord. It was a sentiment which pro- 
duced in the tenant that sense of security 
which enabled a man to say, “This is 
my house in which my wife and family 
may continue as long as I cultivate the 
land and conform to the reasonable con- 
ditions of my tenancy.” ‘The sense of 
security was the most powerful stimulus 
to the cultivation of the land. Why did 
ownership give that sense of security ? 
Was it because the owner knew he had 
power to sell ? Certainly not. Was it 
because the owner had power to let 
or to borrow? Certainly not. It was 
because the owner knew that he could 
remain on his holding, no one daring to 
bid him go. That sense of security was 
given by this Bill without establishing 
ownership, and if that was so, the Govern- 
ment had achieved the maximum of gain 
with the minimum of change. If the Bill 
became law the landlord would still be 
able to sell his land, to let it, to borrow 
on it, to clear it of tenants for a good 
reason, and to bequeath in his will. He 
would ask hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite if they could really say that 
a man who had all these rights left to him 
was deprived of the rights of ownership ? 
Could they really say that a tenant who 


Mr. Ure. 
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'had none of these rights had a shred of 


ownership in the land? Was it not an 
abuse of language to speak of divided 
ownership as between a man who 
possessed all these rights, and the man 
who possessed not a single one of them ! 
He went further. In spite of the presence 
of the tenant on the land, the landlord 
had the right under the Bill to enter on 
the land at all reasonable times ; to cross 
the land if he had occasion to make roads ; 
to enter upon his land for the purpose of 
mining and quarrying, cutting umber and 
cutting peat, unless the timber was grown 
by the tenant, or peat required for the 
tenant’s fire. The landlord had the right 
to shoot, hunt, fish, and kill game, game 
under sixteen different categories, begin- 
ning with deer and ending with widgeon 
and teal. Under the Bill, if a tenant 
obstructed the landlord in any of these 
rights the penalty was forfeiture of the 
tenaney. He doubted whether hon. 
Members opposite knew of any rights 
which a landlord who had let his 
land to a tenant, possessed higher than 


those he had enumerated, but if hon. 
Members could suggest any other 


right which the landland ought to possess, 
then he undertook, on the part of the 
Government, that it should receive most 
favourable consideration. 


Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, $.E ): His 


rents. 


*Mr. URE said he did not understand 
the hon. Gentleman. The interruption 
was hopelessly irrelevant. For the hon, 
Gentleman and his friends made it the 
head and front of their attack upon the 
Bill that it left the landlord with his rent 
and nothing more. It might be said 
that the landlord was deprived of his 
power of resumption of the land. 
Nothing of the kind. If the landlord had 
any reasonable cause for resuming his 
land connected with the advantage of the 
estate, he was entitled to resume it. If 
he intended to farm the land, to erect 
buildings upon it, to plant it, to use it for 
any purpose for the advantage of the 
estate, he was entitled to resume his land. 
Was it not a travesty to say that a land- 
lord endowed with all these rights was 
a mere rent charger or rent receiver ! 
What other rights than those he had 
named could they endow the landlord 
with? [An Hon. Member: The right 
to fix fair rents.] His hon. friend had 
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surely not observed what he had said, that | 
it was impossible for the Govern- 
ment to give the security proposed | 
without having a fair rent court. | 


He repeated that it was a travesty of 
the Bill to say that it reduced the land- 
lord to a mere rent charger or receiver. 
It was no serious contribution to the 
debate to speak of the landlord as a mere 
rent receiver. Fixity of tenure was the 


object which they had in view, and fixity | 


and security of tenure was the object 
which they believed would be achieved 
by the Bill From the many things he 
had read and some he had heard he was 
bound to say that the phrase “ fixity of 
tenure’ seemed to be lamentably mis- 
understood. Many appeared to believe 
that fixity of tenure was some method by 
which bad tenants were irremovably 
attached to good landlords. Had _ hon. 
Members really examined the safeguards 
which were set out in the Bill, or had 


they considered all the conditions which | 


were imposed upon the tenant in case he 
failed to carry out his agreement? If he 
failed to pay his rent, if he did not live 
on and cultivate the holding, if he 
(deteriorated the soil, if he dilapidated the 


buildings which he himself might have | 


erected from money borrowed from the 
Agricultural Commissioners or supplied 
by himself, if he broke any of the con- 
ditions imposed on him by the Land Court, 
if he sub-let or assigned or sub-divided 
his holding, if he opened a public-house 
upon it or if he became bankrupt, in all 
those events the tenant would forfeit his 
tenancy. Could hon. or right hon. 
(rentlemen opposite suggest any other 
conditions which ought to be im- 
posed? He could conceive none. If 
hon. Gentlemen opposite could suggest 
any other conditions which might reason- 


ably be laid on the tenant, they would | 


be favourably received. That was the 


position and those were the rights of | 


the landlords upon the question. He 
now turned to the rights and the 
position of the tenant under the Bill. 
The tenant could not sell or let or 
beyueath the holding, and he could not 
borrow money and burden his holding. 
He could not sub-let it, he could not 
exclude the landlord from the holding 
nor cease to cultivate it, and if he bor- 
rowed money for the purpose of erecting 
buildings he could not move or sell those 
buildings, and he would be compelled to 
leave them on the holding, receiving for 
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them when he left only such compensation 
as represented their value to an incoming 
tenant. Under those circumstances he 
thought the House would agree that it 
was incorrect to speak of a divided 
ownership between the two either in the 
extreme sense suggested by his hon. 
friends or in any sense at all. He might 
be asked why he had laboured at such 
length to demonstrate that there was 
neither dual or divided ownership in the 
Bill. He scarcely knew why he had done 
so, except for the reason that the tenants 
had always represented that dual owner- 
ship carried in its train all those disasters 
which had dogged the footsteps of land 
reform in Ireland. He had never heard 
the reason why even if this Bill reeked 
with dual ownership the disasters 
which were said to have followed 
land reform in Ireland should con- 
cern them in Scotland. He saw in 
his place the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin, who possessed 
an unrivalled knowledge of agriculture, 
and a very large experience in Irish land 
administration. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman be good enough to tell them 
when he intervened what relation there 
was between dual ownership in Ireland 
and the disasters which had followed 
Irish land reform? There were some ex- 
Chief Secretaries for Ireland in the House, 
and they were told the other night what 
a valuable asset they were. He would 
welcome their intervention in the 
debate. If the Government denied to 
a tenant the right to sell under this 
Bill or the right to burden his holding, 
then they had fixed a great gulf wide, 
deep and impassable between the Irish 
and the Scottish system of land tenure. 
There was another feature in which the 
system set up by this Bill differed from 
the Irish, the importance of which, in 
the eyes of those who like himself had 
some knowledge of legal procedure and 
the expenses it involved could not possibly 
be exaggerated. They had provided that 
there should be no appeal whatsoever 
from the Land Court and that the pro- 
cedure in that Court should be of the 
cheapest and most expeditious order. 
The Irish Land Court had cost £133,000 
and it had taken twenty-five years to 
fix the first and second statutory 
terms of 300,000 holdings. In order to 
reduce the rents it cost the wretched 
tenants in legal expenses not less than 
the advantage they would gain for a 
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whole year. 


how it was that Irish land reform had 
suffered so desperately under this colossal 
weight, expense, and delay. But he had 
never yet heard any man state in this 
House to what the alleged failure of the 
Irish Land Act was due, and panting 
for information he turned to the Report 
of the Select Committee presided over 
by the Secretary of State for India, 
when he was Chief Secretary for 
Ireland in 1894, upon the working of 
the I[rish Land Acts. He did not 
think he would be far wrong if he said 
that failure could be traced directly to 
two causes. In the first place the 
interpretation of the Acts by the Land 
Court, whether right or wrong, absolutely 
defeated the intention of Parliament and 
saddled tenants with rents fixed upon 
their own improvements, rents which by 
universal admittance they were hope- 
lessly unable to pay. In the second place, 
there was the absolutely appalling weight 
of legal expense which was increased 
enormously by the delay in legal pro- 
ceedings. Those, he thought, were the 
two main reasons why Irish land reform 
had proved a failure. If he had stated 
those reasons aright then the supporters 
of this Bill had nothing to fear from the 
Irish example. He observed that a great 
English, Irish and Scottish landowner, 
the noble Marquess who led the Opposition 
in the House of Lords, speaking in 
Scotland not many months ago used these 
very remarkable words— 

‘IT am connected with a country which 
should be an object lesson to land reformers—I 
mean Ireland. We have had land Bills enough 
to paper the walls of this room. We have 
tribunals costing hundreds of thousands of 
pounds a year ; we have Courts which may be 
perfectly honest, and doing work to the best 
ot their ability, but which are distrusted by 
both parties, and now the last Government has 
added another and found a very large sum of 
money in order to extract us from our hopeless 
condition by means of an expensive scheme of 
land purchase.” 

Those striking sentences did not need 
any comment, for they stated clearly the 
reasons for the so-called failure of the Irish 
Land Acts. Scotsmen had no reason 
whatever to fear from this comparison. 
He had been asked why the Government 
preferred their own scheme to the alterna- 
tive of land purchase. There seemed to 
be overwhelming reasons in favour of the 
Government scheme. First of all, it 
appeared to them that the method chosen 


Mr. Ure. 
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upon that point to convince the House | 


(Scotland) Bill. 568 


involved the smallest change in the exist- 
ing law compatible with the achievement 
of the objects they had in view. In 
the second place, and not less important, 
they had experience to guide them, for 
they had the valuable experience gained 
by the working of the Crofters Acts. It 
had been universally admitted that those 
Acts had produced admirable results. In 
the third place, the Government believed 
that under that scheme they had a better 
guarantee for the efficient cultivation of 
the land. And lastly, there was the 
cost. Millions of money would have 
been required to accomplish their 
object by the method suggested by 
his hon. friend, and those who knew 
the rigid front which the Treasury 
always offered to the pecuniary demands 
of Scotland would realise what a formid- 
able objection was in their way. He was 
well aware that the experience gained 
under the Crofters Act was considered 
by hon. Members opposite as_ being 
valueless, when applied to the scheme of 
the present Bill. Why was it that a 
scheme which had succeeded in crofting 
parishes should prove unsuccessful in the 
lowland parishes? He wouid probably 
be told the reason was that in the low- 
land parishes it had been the practice 
and the custom for the landlord and not 
the tenant to erect the buildings and 
make the improvements. Assuming that 
was the case, why should a man be 
deprived of security of tenure and the 
incentive to good cultivation which that 
gave him, merely because his landlord 
had made the improvements upon the 
property ? The Government lived in no 
fool’s paradise in embarking on this 
project of land reform, and they 
were the victims of no sort of delusion, 
for they had studied carefully the statistics 
of rural depopulation It was no new 
phenomenon. He found that in the 
reign of Henry IV. an Act of Parliament 
was passed from which it appeared that 
the fields in this country were deserted, 
and that many people were seriously 
impoverished, because of the rush of 
labouring men seeking apprenticeships 
in the towns. They would all be 
agreed that in 1405 England was an 
agricultural community, primarily at all 
events. For generations back they had 
deliberately resolved that they should 
be not an agricultural community, but 
an industrial and manufacturing com- 
munity, and hence the rush from the 
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country districts to the towns had | 
increased. They shared the opinion | 
expressed by the Leader of the Opposi- | 
tion at an earlier stage of this Bill, | 
that it was impossible to stem the tide | 
that brought men from the country to) 
the town, but the Government believed | 
it was possible to check the strength of | 
its flow. They believed that by this | 
Bill they would do something in that | 
direction. They did not expect miracles. | 
They did not expect that men who had | 
secured remunerative employment in the | 
towns, and who had been bitten by the | 
glare and glamour of city life, would be 
drawn back to the country, at all events, 
not in large numbers, if they could be | 
drawn back at all. It would only be 
those who at some earlier period of 
their career had had experience and 
training in country life who would be 
induced to return. They did not ex- 
pect that the wastrel would go to the 
country, but they very much agreed 
with the noble Marquess the Leader of 
the Opposition in the House of Lords 
who said the other day that they should 
never lose sight of the fact that agri- 
culture was a business, and that it must 
be carried on on_ business-like lines. 
Although they did not expect that 
tradesmen and artificers would be swept 
back by this Bill to the cultivation of the | 
soil, they did believe that men would be | 
kept on the soil who were there already, | 
and that enterprising and enlightened | 
agricultural labourers would have a career 
opened up to them. The Government | 
believed, at all events so far as the 
labourers were concerned, that the Bill 
would stop that pouring in from the 
country to the town which they all 
deplored and which in all quarters of the 
House they were anxious to prevent, 
because it might be assumed that there 
would be no difference of opinion that the 
more contented people were got to settle 
down on the land, the more people they 
could induce to make their homes on 
the land and to make their living there, 
the better it would be for the stability | 
and for the safety of the State. The 
Goverment were modest in their recom- 
mendations, as might be seen by the 
financial provisions of the Bill. They 
only proposed to place at the disposal of 
the Commissioners £65,000 a year, a sum 
which had called forth somewhat con- | 
temptuous comments from the other side | 


of the House. Witha modesty character- | 
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istic of Scotsmen the Government were 
only providing that sum to be devoted to 
the purposes of the Bill. A learned friend 
of his own who had made a careful in- 
vestigation on this subject had pointed 
out that for the equipment of a holding of 
fifty acres a sum of £600 was required. 
He thought £400 was the figure which 
the Agricultural Commissioners had 
placed upon it, but assuming that 
his learned friend’s figures were cor- 
rect, and assuming also what he was 
by no means certain of that the Agricul- 
tural Commissioners would give to the 
small holder a sum sufficient to equip his 
holding, that sum would only represent 
110 holders in the year. The Govern- 
ment had kept carefully in view in all 
these matters the homely Scottish maxim 
“Ye maun creep before ye gang.” They 
had not forgotten that this was an 
experiment, and that if their expectations 
were fulfilled, and if the Bill proved a 
success, as they believed it would do, 
then he, for his part, did not despair of 
the importunity of his colleagues in at- 
tacking the battlements of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and of their securing 
larger grants for this most laudable 
object. Nor did the Government believe 
that by the passing of this Bill Scotland 
would be transformed as by the stroke of 
a magician’s wand into an areadia. They 
did not picture to themselves the land- 
owner sitting with folded arms under his 
own vine and fig tree, listening to the 
humming of the bees, and watching the 
growth of his own tomatoes. Under 
their skies and on their soil success only 
followed strenuous, unremitting and un 
lightened toil—a hard lot some of them 
might think, and so perhaps it was. 
So it had been always. Some of his 
colleagues in the House might remember 
the pathetic words in which more than 
100 years ago Robert Burns described 
his experience in Lochlea—“ the cheerless 
gloom of the hermit, and the ceaseless 
moil of the galley slave.” Most hon. 
Members who were accustomed to the 
stir and bustle, the excitement and 
the whirl of city life, might think 
that Burns did not overstate altogether 
the monotonous gloom of the agricul- 
turists’ life, but he was not so sure 
that they did not sometimes exaggerate his 
conditions. They were inclined some- 
times to smile perhaps at the simple joys 
which filled up to its brim the agricultur- 
ist’s cup of happiness. But, at all events, 
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let it never be forgotten that in congenial 
toil pursued under reasonably comfortable 
conditions the intensest satisfaction was 
to be found. He thought that Members 
of the House would agree that the honey 
of life, its most fascinating pleasures, 
and its profoundest happiness, were not 
for the idler and the dilettante, but for 
the man who, whatsoever his hand found 
to do, did it with his might. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S.): 
The hon. and learned Gentleman has 
defended the measure in such a way 
that he has left hon. Members on this 
side of the House, and I suspect a few 
on the other side of the House also, 
asking themselves what, in the name of 
fortune, the Bill proposes to do; what 
is all the excitement about in connection 
with it. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
has told us that there was no reasoned 
attack made by my hon. friend the 
Member for the Leith Boroughs and my 
hon. friend the Member for Salisbury on 
the principle of the measure. Well, I 
do not pretend to know what the hon. 
and learned Gentleman calls a reasoned 
attack, but certainly both of my hon. 
friends condemned the proposals of the 
Bill as they stand root and branch. It 
appeared to me that they gave very 
sound reasons for the views they hold. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman went 
on to say that there was no shred of that 
vile phrase “ dual ownership” in the Bill. 
I do not know about the phrase being vile, 
but I am quite sure about the thing being 
vile. I will endeavour to show that the 
defence of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
has not really covered the ground or 
removed the apprehensions held—as he 
suggested—only by Gentlemen sitting on 
this side of the House. I do not care, 
for my part, whether the thing is 
called “divided ownership” or “dual 
ownership.” What we say is that there 
is a division of ownership which is 
now held in one hand, and that that 
division is not wisely arranged in our 
judgment and does not make wise pro- 
vision for the future. It is a remarkable 
fact that this charge about dual owner- 
ship is not only not limited to this side 
of the House, but has been made on more 
than one occasion at gatherings of the 
ablest and keenest men amongst Scottish 
agriculturists. Lord Carrington was him- 
self present at a meeting of the Scottish 
Chamber of Agriculture and allowed an 
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amendment affirming the principle of 
dual ownership to be moved. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The noble Lord 
argued the point at the meeting. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite has suggested 
that the dual ownership charge belongs 
to this side of the House alone—in other 
words, that it belongs to the Party with 
which I have the honour to act. I do 
not think the Secretary for Scotland can 
have listened to the speech of his col- 
league. Iam going to show the undoubted 
fact that in all the debates on this Bill— 
and they have been numerous—it has 
been held by critics who do not hold our 
political views that this Bill does involve 
a division of ownership as it now exists. 
The defence of the measure by the 
Solicitor- General has convinced me, 
and, I think, many others, that the 
Bill is even worse than we thought 
it to be when we first examined it. 
We have to look at this question from 
the compulsory system of hiring point of 
view, and that is one of the reasons why 
we believe that the Bill proceeds on 
entirely wrong principles. The Solicitor- 
General was very eloquent about the 
security of tenure the bill would give to 
the tenant, and the better treatment the 
ijand would get in consequence. The 
hon. Gentleman knows his Scotland better 
than I do, but as most of the land in 
Scotland is under better cultivation than 
any other land in the world, the Govern- 
ment are setting themselves a very hard 
task in seeking to improve it. The 
Government believe that some little 
good may be effected by this Bill; but 
they are wiser than they were in 1894, 
when they were passing not a Land Tenure 
Bill, but a Parish Councils Bill, and when 
the Government of that day said that 
they were going to make the land gold 
with corn. Those of us who were in 
Parliament in 1881 know that the same 
kind of argument as that put forward by 
the Solicitor-General forScotland in regard 
to setting up tenant-right was used 
to allay our fears. It was then said, 
“What right are you taking away from 
the landlord which he now enjoys ?” and 
the Solicitor-General said that if any 
right was taken away from the landlord 
the Government would take that into 
consideration, such as the rights of shoot- 
ing and fishing. The Solicitor-General 
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has failed altogether to realise what is 
not only the most valuable, but the most 
important right the owner possesses, 
namely, the power by the right of owner- 
ship to make the best use he can of the 
land for himself and for those connected 
with him. That right is taken away 
by this Bill. If not, what is the meaning 
of Clause 7, which says that— 

“Tt shall be lawful for the landlord of any 
Jand and any other person to agree that in 
respect of such land such person may apply to 
the Land Court to be registered as a new 
holder under the Act.” 

But if that agreement breaks down then 
comes in the compulsory powers of the 
Commissioners of Small Holdings— 

‘To report from time to time to the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners what demand for new 
holdings exists in any district and what 
suitable land (if any) is available to meet that 
demand.” 

The necessity for this I cannot perceive. I 
do not wish to suggest that the object of 
the Government is to attack the landlords. 
I fully believe the Government honestly 
desire to advance the cause of land occupa- 
tion in order that people may be brought 
back to the land. But the Government 
are using compulsion in the wrong way, 
and in a way which will bring trouble 
to them in the future. They say they 
are imposing strict limitations upon the 
tenant ; but surely they do not think 
that by setting up a Commission they 
will restore agriculture to a better con- 
dition or encourage people to take hold- 
ings if strict conditions are placed upon 
them. If the Government were going to 
select particular parts of the country to 
carry out their proposals, then the injury 
done to existing owners would be limited. 
But they are doing nothing of the kind. 
They have forgotten to recognise what 
every landlord who has tried to develop the 
principle of small holdings would admit, 
that it isa most difficult task to carry out. 
The subject seems to be talked about as 
if it were a sudden discovery—a new 
patent entirely the Government’s own 
—but it has been tried in all 
parts of the country, and it is only 
with the utmost caution and care 
in the selection of the men and with 
eyual care in the selection of the land 
that you can possibly hope to start 
small holdings successfully. It is incum- 
bent upon the Government to proceed 
with the utmost possible caution because 


it is extremely difficult to do any, 
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good in connection with land reform. 
It is, on the other hand, very easy by ill- 
considered legislation to do immense 
harm. The Government may make this 
experiment and get whatever popularity 
they may from it; but if it fails—if the 
man put on the land fails to make a 
living of it and the quality of the 
land deteriorates—it will not be the 
Government nor the State nor Par- 
liament who will pay for it, but 
the unfortunate owners of the land. 
Under the Bill the owners will be left 
with the land if it is injured, and they 
will have to pay the cost of the measure. 
The Committee ably presided over by 
Lord Onslow carefully considered the 
question, and they approved of the 
powers for acquiring land by purchase, 
and did not approve of the compulsory 
powers of hiring land, because they 
thought they would be unfair both 
to landlords and to tenants, and would 
involve a system of tenant-right in 
which the power over the land would 
be divided between two people. That 
must be the result of this Bill. The 
Solicitor-General did not contest it, and 
I doubt if anybody can from the legal 
point of view. On the other hand, I 
doubt if it can be disputed that in Clause 7 
there will be a reduction of rights which 
the landlords regard as most important. 
There is, and must be, a general inter- 
ference between the owner of the land 
and the tenants, not merely in regard to 
the selection of the land for particular 
purposes, but in regard to the future 
occupation of the holding by the tenant. 
The Solicitor-General has said it is hope- 
less to battle over phrases, and I do not 
wish to do so, but I would ask the House 
to remember that in dealing with the 
land problem they are dealing with one 
of the most complicated and difficult 
problems with which they are confronted. 
The Solicitor-General appealed to us 
about the Irish Land Act. It is a 
most remarkable fact that the whole of 
the Irish Land Bills recognised the exist- 
ing tenant-right. The new Scottish 
legislation originated in the croft, and 
we were told that this kind of legislation 
ought to be limited to the crofter. Now, 
however, the limitation is moved from 
£30 to £50. In the general application 
of the principles and the history of the 
legislation in Ireland and Scotland the 
one followed the other in a remarkable 
way. The Solicitor-General has said that 
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the only reason land legislation in Ireland 
has been followed by such disastrous 


results is solely owing to the question of , 
risk which will ultimately fall upon the 


fixing the rent. Thirty vears ago, when in 
opposition, we were told that there was 
nothing in the legislation to deprive the 
landlord of any right he then enjoyed. 
I remember Mr. Gladstone telling the 
House emphatically that the Opposition 
were wrong in arguing that the landlord 
would be deprived of his rights. Now 
there is being given to-day a repetition 
of the argument. The land legislation 
which began thirty years ago ended in 
consequences which have cost this country 
a great deal of money. By what possible 
argument can it be contended that the 
Scottish land legislation is not being put 
on the same incline and will not end in 
the same way? We are supporting the 
Amendment of my hon. friend because 
we believe that he has indicated a better 
course and that the Government will be 
well advised in supporting it. I object 
to the Bill in its present form and support 
heartily the Amendment, not in the 
interests of the landlords, though I think 
the measure will do great injustice to 
them, but in the interests of all. 
It surely must be admitted that the 
Irish land legislation has divorced the 
landlord from the soil, deprived him of 
any possible interest in his estate and 
made him a mere rent charger. This is 
the direction in which the present Bill 
will lead us. Apparently the Govern- 
ment are learning nothing from the ex- 
perience of the past. If the land ques- 
tion has to be dealt with in Scotland, it 
should be by a system of purchase and 
not of compulsory hiring. I have read 
through the Prime Minister's return con 
taining the so-called justification for this 
step. Of what does this “ ofticial” 
account, in which I find nothing official, 
consist but the views of certain gentlemen 
some of whom are supporters of the 
Government ’ What is there to lead us 
to believe that the tenant we are going 
to create will be in any way better 
than the tenant under the existing law. 
I do not think this Bill is going to be 
beneficial to anything like the degree 
that you tell us. There are many parts 
of the country where the landlord has 
done his best to set up small holdings, 
even at great cost to himself, for 
which he has received little return. 
Would it not be wiser to encourage 
landlords to go on with this work 
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and induce them to run the risk rather 
than let it be done by the State, who, if 
this Bill is carried, will have to bear the 


landlords ? It is for these reasons that 
we support the Amendment of my hon. 
friend, believing that it is in this diree- 
tion that land reform of this kind should 
go. The Solicitor-General said something 
about privileges being reserved to the 
landlord. For instance, it was said that 
he could still charge his land. I do not 
know that a power to charge his land is 
one which a landlord will look upon with 
great pleasure. 


Mr. URE: He has the right. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Well, the 
right is reserved. I listened to that 
remark with great interest because | 
believe that it may turn out to be of 
greater importance than the Solicitor- 
General realises at the moment, but the 
Solicitor-General knows that the question 
of the effect upon agricultural estates 
of legislation like that for which the 
Government is now responsible is forming 
the subject of grave and anxious inquiry 
at the present time. It may be true 
that the right to charge remains, but 
suppose the property which remains is 
of nothing like the same value? If you 
bring in commissions between owners and 
their land, and allow central authorities to 


. speculate with other men’s property, dloes 


anybody suppose that that property will 
retain its value or that people will 
in future advance the same money on 
the estate as they would in the past ! 
I think you are taking a great risk and 
interfering seriously with the future value 
of the land. If you do that you will 
make it harder for many landlords, who 
already find it hard enough, to make 
proper provision for their estates. It is 
because we believe that this is an undue 
interference with the rights of property 
in the land, and that it will not only 
interfere with the landlord but with the 
large farmers in many places ; that they 
will be interfered with not by the landlord 
who knows the property, not by the local 
authority who knows what the position is, 
but by a central authority with no know- 
ledge of the local circumstances—it is 
because we believe this experiment has not 
been well considered and that it will be 
attended with the greatest risk that we 
shall certainly support the hon. Member's 
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Amendment. We shall support it be- 
cause we believe that in wisdom and 
justice it is on the lines of that Amend- 
ment that this Bill should proceed. 


*Mr. MURRAY (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
said he desired to lay before the 
House the reason why he considered 
the Bill should become law. He did 
so not only because he represented 
a large agricultural constituency, but 
also because ever since his boyhood 
and youth spent on his father’s 
farm, agricultural and rural affairs had 
had a deep and abiding interest for 
him. In speaking on this occasion he 
trusted his inexperience in Parlia- 
mentary debate would not be allowed 
to prejudice the case he desired to 
put forward. The Bill, as presented, pro- 
posed to deal with that class of small 
farmers known as _ crofters, but if 
passed into law, it would also affect 
the condition of the cottar and farm 
servant. The existing conditions of 
rural life in Scotland as regarded the 
crofter, the cottar, and farm servant were 
such as, in the opinion of all thinking 
men who had any knowledge of the 
subject, required amelioration and that 
speedily. He would take the case of the 
crofter first, as the class more immediately 
affected by the Bill. In the con- 
stituency that he represented there were 
no fewer than 3,922 crofts - some held 
from year to year and some on lease for 
alonger period. ‘The rents paid ranged 
from £10 to £30 for holdings of from 
seven to twenty-five acres. In numerous 
cases the present tenants or their 
predecessors had reclaimed the land ; had 
built their own houses and byres and had 
eked out a bare livelihood through the 
medium of the croft and such labour as 
the adjoining farms could provide, or 
through the special knowledge of some 
handicraft which they exercised in their 
neighbourhood. From this class had 
been drawn the cottar and the agricul- 
tural labourer—the backbone and main- 
stay of the larger agricultural community. 
Adverse conditions, however, had been 
operating against this class during the 
last thirty or more years, which had 
brought about the necessity of consider- 
ing what should be done to overcome 
them. The conditions to which he 
referred were the constant and regular 
absorption of small holdings into larger 
upon the dilapidation of the buildings and 
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the desire of the landowner to refrain 
from further capital expenditure on such 
holdings, or his inability to provide 
therefor. In one parish alone in his 
constituency there had disappeared 
no fewer than forty-four small holdings, 
through their having been added to 
the adjoining farms. The effect of 
such a policyor state of matters was 
to diminish the rural population and 
to increase that of large cities. For 
years past the rush of people 
from country life to large towns 
had been a source of much thought 
and disquiet to many minds, both 
inside and outside the House. Many 
people had pondered over this migration 
from the country to the town; the 
huddling together of human _ beings, 
especially of children—the fathers and 
mothers of the generation to follow 
—in the slums of many of the big cities, 
where the environment was such that 
inevitable disaster and distress must 
arise to the once healthy offspring of 
a rural race. On the other hand, the 
labourer in the city found from this cause 
that the number of his competitors was 
being increased by those sometimes too 
ill-fitted to bear the conditions and hard- 
ships of city life, with the result that 
both suffered and the ranks of the un- 
employed were unnecessarily increased. 
Philanthropic workers and those engaged 
in the administration of the work of 
distress committees could bear testimony 
to this. Hasty measures had to be passed 
by Parliament to remedy by artificial and 
very ineffective means the situation thus 
created. If the present state of matters 
was continued there could not be the 
slightest doubt that the situation would 
become worse instead of better. The 
agricultural worker maintained that he 
must remain either a mere labourer upon 
a farm or go cityward. The gradual 
disappearance of small holdings—mainly 
by annexation to larger ones—during 
the past twenty to thirty-five years had 
enhanced the value of those that  re- 
mained to such an extent that to occupy 
them with profit to himself and his family 
was a financial impossibility. This over- 
competition had raised the rent of the 
crofts or small holdings in many cases far 
beyond the amount per acre paid for ad- 
jacent farms of similar quality of land, and 
had thereby made it impossible for the 
farm labourer to look forward to a time 
when he might by stern economy and 
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hard living save sufficient means to raise 
himself in the social scale by having a 
holding of his own. 1t was not because 
of a desire to enter town life, but because 
he was driven to do so that they found 
such a man migrating from the district of 
his birth. His surroundings, his educa- 
tion, his training as a farm hand, all 
tended to retain him upon the soil, but 
the overating causes already mentioned 
compelled him to a course he would 
never otherwise have followed. Many 
hon. Members must be aware of the 
fatal effects on human nature when once 
it came to hold the belief that it was 


engaged in a hopeless struggle, sur- 
rounded and crushed by impossible 


conditions ; loath at first to believe that 
the ideals of a lifetime could not be at- 
tained ; loath to believe that the goal 
exhibited to boyhood and early manhood 
was beyond reach; what could follow 
but comp'ete abandonment of the object 
aimed at? And so in this case the 
sturdiest and fittest men drifted from the 
soil to cities or to foreign lands. These 
men were as thorough practical farmers 
as any in our midst, toiling early and 
late upon the farm. They were the 
progenitors of large families—families 
that were recognised as producing the 
best outdoor and indoor servants to be 
found in any community—veritable 
nurseries of the finest peasantry to be 
found in any country. Surely it was to 
the advantage of the nation to retain 
this class upon the soil, and such he 
understood was the aim and scope of this 
Bill. It was an honest endeavour to 
check migration from the country ; to 
retain upon the soil the people best fitted 
for the soil; to encourage the crofter 
to heconie the farmer, the cottar and 
farm servant to become the crofter; to 
encourage industry and thrift and im- 
provement of agriculture by providing 
fixity of tenure, fair rents, compen- 
sation tor permanent improvements, 
and the right to renounce the tenancy. 
What reasons were adduced by the 
Opposition against such a remedial 
measure of national importance ? It was 
alleged that the Bill unduly interfered 
between the landlord and his tenant. 
Surely this was not the case. The land- 
lord and tenant might still agree to con- 
tract as hitherto and to regulate the rights 
flowing from such contract as before, and 
landlords whose holdings were held on 
fair terms need not fear that any evil 
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results would follow as far as they were 
concerned. But in the case of those who 
had rack-rented their tenants, whether 
through the exigencies of their own re. 
quirements or the desire to exact as much 
for the holding as they could in a market 
where the competitors far out numbered 
the holdings, these could not complain if 
the rent of the subject let was reduced to 
its fair value. What did the landlord 
give? Simply the use of the land to be 
operated upon by the skill, labour, and 
capital of others ; and if, as at_ present, 
land was practically a monopoly in the 
hands of a few, it was but fair in the 
interests of the nation that the skill, 
labour, and capital of the tenant should 
receive an adequate return, at the same 
time, also, that the landlord should 
receive a fair rent for giving the use 
of that which by succession or purchase 
he had acquired. Was it to be main- 
tained that the Commissioners to be 
appointed when this Bill became law 
would not deal fairly between both 
parties ? As he understood it, the Land 
Commission fixed the rent after hearing 
the parties and considering all the circum- 
stances of the case, holding, and district, 
and particularly after taking into con- 
sideration any permanent or unexhausted. 
improvements on the holding, and suitable 
thereto, which had been executed or paid 
for by the landlord or by his predecessor. 
Was it to be maintained by hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that a landowner was 
entitled to more than that? They could 
not maintain that a landowner had a right 
to obtain a rent upon an improvement he 
had not effected ; and surely they would 
not allege that Commissioners appointed 
by this House would act otherwise than 
in a fair and reasonable manner. He 
knew that it had been maintained that 
the Bill would create a dual ownership 
inaholding. That he denied. It only gave 
a landholder fixity of tenure and compensa- 
tion for permanent improvements effected 
upon his holding. Besides, it was nothing 
new in Scotland for a tenant to take 
over the buildings and fences from the 
landlord under the obligation to leave 
them in like good order at the termina- 
tion of his tenancy, paying for any 
defects, but not receiving payment for any 
amelioration. Such a state of matters 
existed years ago without complaint. 
Why should the landlord object if the 
position was altered only so as to secure 
to a tenant that which was his own? It 
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was further alleged that the provisions 
of the Bill would entail hardship upon 
the landlord because he was obliged to 
pay a capital sum at the termination of 
a tenancy for buildings erected without 
his consent. To him it seemed that it 
would be a relief to landowners to be 
saved the necessity of expending capital 
sums upon small holdings at the com- 
mencement of a tenancy, as at present 
the expenditure of such sums was given 
as the reason for the absorption of small 
holdings into large farms. When re- 
lieved of this at the commencement of a 
new holding what did they pay? And 
when did they pay? They only paid at 
the termination of a tenancy which, if 
this measure answered the expectation of 
its supporters, might be at a very distant 
date, and then only the then value of the 
improvements effected. It was said that 
there was no demand for small holdings 
which was not met under the present sys- 
tem. ‘That was not the experience in his 
constituency. In touring through East 
Aberdeenshire he had had occasion to 
meet all classes of men connected with 
agriculture, and the farm servants assured 
him emphatically that the agricultural 
labourers of Aberdeenshire could save 
enough money in ten or fifteen years to 
take a small holding, on which, they said, 
any man who knew his business could 
obtain a better livelihood than he could 
asa farm labourer. The crofts or small 
holdings most favoured by the farm 
servants were those of ten acres and 
thirty-five acres, respectively—the ten 
acre croft situated on the neuk of a farm, 
the small holder working on the farm and 
getting the farmer to cultivate his croft, 
and the thirty-five acre holding one on 
which the small holder could do very well 
when joining forces with a neighbouring 
crofterin cultivating the land and reaping 
the crops. It was impossible to meet the 
demands for small holdings in East 
Aberdeenshire under the present arrange- 
ments, and, therefore, speaking for the 
farm servants and smaller tenants of 
East Aberdeenshire, he asked the House 
to pass this measure into law. It 
seemed to him that landowners should 
welcome the Bill in the patriotic spirit 
in which it was conceived. If the Govern- 
ment were prepared to subsidise small 
holdings in the national interest upon 
bold and enlightened lines, it could not 
but follow that all interested in or con- 
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nected with those holdings must _partici- 
pate beneficially in consequence thereof. 


Mr. LAMBTON said he had listened 
to the speech of the Solicitor-General for 
Scotland, and nothing could be more de- 
lightful than a sentimental Scotsman. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman had told 
them how the Bill was full of sentiment, 
and, in regard to the measure, he had 
himself been pretty well aware of what the 
representative of the Government was 
going to say before he got up. He spent 
his Easter holidays in Scotland, and on 
the 5th April, while he was there, he 
read a long speech by the Solicitor- 
General, who seemed to be agitated about 
some remarks by Lord Rosebery a few 
days before. The hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman had told them that the Bill was 
well thought out, that nobody need 
be in the least afraid that it was a 
Socialistic measure, and that the Bill was 
also a Scotch Bill. As the House knew, 
they had a Scotch Government in that 
House ; most of the Members of the 
Cabinet were either Scotsmen, or descended 
from Scotsmen; and, therefore, a Bill 
like this was the highest possible achieve- 
ment of the Government, and should be 
considered as of the greatest importance, 
though it would automatically go upstairs 
to the Scotch Committee. He apologised 
if he used the word “Scotch” in the 
wrong sense. Hon. gentlemen from Scot- 
land were susceptible about the word 
Scotch, and he did not know whether it 
should be “Scots,” “Scottish,” or 
“Scotch.” They had the Scottish inhabi- 
tants of Scotland, they had the Scottish 
corps of Volunteers, but he had never 
heard whisky called Scottish. Perhaps 
that was because it was less observed in 
the letter than in the spirit. He would 
remind hon. Members that when this 
Bill was first introduced they were told 
that it would not necessarily be confined 
to Scotland and would be extended to 
England. He lived in Northumberland, 
and his home was at Flodden Field ; he 
could look on that blessed spot from his 
window. He had also a small property 
in Roxburghshire, which came under the 
Bill. Therefore, he looked on the ques- 
tion with more or less personal interes*. 
Having some knowledge of the condition 
and interests of the Borders, for the life 
of him he could not understand why a 
Bill of this kind had been introduced to 
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deal with agriculture in the south of 
Scotland. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had asked what rights the landlord 
had lost under the Bill which he possessed 
at present, and he had interpolated the 
word “rent.” The hon. and learned 
Gentleman had said he could not possibly 
understand that. He was not ashamed 
that landlords got rents; they ought to 
have rents. He did not know that that 
was the view of the Government. The 
land policy of the Government had been 
announced at the Holborn Restaurant, 
and the Under-Secretary for the Colonies, 
at Drury Lane, had made a direct attack 
on the principle of private owning of land 
in this country. The provisions of the 


Bill surely carried out that policy. Hon. 
Members below the gangway were 


opposed to private ownership of land, 
but they, at least, were open foes. But 
what could be said of hon. Members 
opposite? Theirs was very like the 
courage of camp followers ; at the same 
time they had the _ predatory _ in- 
stincts of camp followers. Anyone who 
read the Bill would see what was proposed 
to be done. He did not like to use the 
word, but it was sought to accomplish 
by a side wind what hon. Members below 
the gangway would do openly. The 
arrangement proposed by the Bill was 
neither more nor less than confiscation of 
the landlords’ property in Scotland. He 
would read a remark or two of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman when he spoke 
in Scotland. The Solicitor-General for 
Scotland said— 

“Tf the landowner did not see his way to 
let out the ground for small holdings, the 
Agricultural Commissioners gave notice to the 
landlord that they were going to the Land 
Court to get the holdings marked off and the 
rent fixed and the other terms arranged, so 
that the men who wanted to cultivate might 
be able to do so. The Land Court then in- 
quired into the facts, heard everybody who 
had an interest to be heard, and, if they 
thought right, marked off the ground, fixed 
the rent, and other terms, and the thing was 
done.” 

If there was to bea Land Court, he would 
ask the Member for Northwich why 
should there not be a Commercial 
Court to look into such questions, 
say, as the profits on alkali works, and 
see what profits were proper to be 
divided among the men who produced 
that profit. When he looked at the 
3enches opposite, crowded with Liberal 
plutocrats, he thought there ought to be 
Commercial Courts. ‘Cleanliness was 


Mr. Lambton. 
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next to godliness,” and why should not 
a Commercial Court inquire into the 
profits of soap boilers, so that the 
community might receive a share of the 
profit,and also those who helped to produce 
the profit? No doubt hon. Members 
below the gangway would be able to 
enlarge upon that point better than he 
would himself. There were to be five 
members of this land Court— one paid 
£2,000 a vear, and the others £1,000 a 
year each. They were to be five skilled 
persons. One was a barrister of ten 
years experience. Was he a. skilled 
person in agriculture ? Another had a 
knowledge of Gaelic; and these five 
persons were to go about the country 
picking out the most suitable pieces of 
land in anybody’s estate, and do things 
which in his opinion were absolutely 
tyrannous. ‘The financial clauses of the 
Bill he thought would remain in the 
House. The only generous part of the 
measure was in relation to the 
Land Court and the salaries of £2,000 
to one and £1,000 each to the others. 
They were to be appointed by the 
Secretary for Scotland, and therefore 
these officers would be political. Were 
these gentlemen likely to perform their 
duties in the interests of the landlords 
or in the interests of the tenants’ 
Most of them knew what political pressure 
put on persons meant ; and it stood to 
common sense that in talking about a fair 
rent being fixed by the Land Court, these 
Commissioners, any one of them, if their 
office depended on a political secretary, 
would fix the rent which they thought 
would be most popular. Every tenant of 
a small holding whose rent was fixed 
would make objection to one or other of 
these Commissioners, and the only con- 
sequence would be—they were dealing 
with human nature—that they would in 
their own interest fix the rent as low as 
they possibly could. That was the 
strong objection he had to these powers. 
There were various other things which 
he need hardly go through. The House 
would have to consider these clauses very 
carefully one by one. His experience of 
Grand Committees upstairs was that they 
did not get through much work. He 
happened to be on the Grand Committee 
which considered the Miners (Eight Hours) 
Bill, and the Home Secretary sent that 
Bill back to the House before it had been 
discussed. The Secretary for Scotland 
performed the same operation with 
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another Bill; and they had no security | was a fact which they ought seriously to 


under the new rules that Bills would | consider. 


He | 


be properly discussed upstairs. 
hopod the hon. Member for the City 
of London and other Members would 
carefully consider this Bill. Anyone 
who looked into it saw the powers 
which were given to the Land Court. 
That was the way in which landlords 
were to lose control over their land, and 
it was to be done in a way which was 
not straightforward or above board. To 
expropriate landlords would not be a 
good policy for the country, and cer- 
tainly would not increase its credit ; 
but if the country wished to expropri- 
ate them, it was rich enough to pay for 
it. It was because he was opposed 
to Socialism and all its works that he 
should vote against this Bill. 


*Mr. BARNES (Blackfriars, Glasgow) 
said that, in intervening for a few minutes 
in the debate, he was conscious that he 
should be playing a somewhat unaccus- 
tomed role, and some might think that 
the task he had undertaken ought to have 
been left to someone with a more detailed 
knowledge of agriculture than he 
possessed. He hoped, however, that it 
would not be thought presumptuous on 
his part if he offered a few observations 
upon the Bill, although he could not 
claim, nor could any of his colleagues 
claim, that they represented agricultural 
interests or agricultural constituences. 
They did, however, represent congested 
urban areas, many of whose inhabitants, 
having been driven by landlordism out 
of the country districts, had a substantial 
interest in this matter. They wanted to 
arrest the stream from the country to the 
town, and, if possible, make country life 
sufficiently attractive and remunerative, 
even to reverse the flow of the stream 
from the towns back to the healthy and 
wholesome life of the country. He 
desired to give to the House a figure in 
order to impress hon. Members with the 
magnitude of the problem they had got 
to face, and then it would be seen that, 
after all, this Bill, good as it was so far 
as it went, only touched the fringe of the 
immense problem which surrounded it. 
In Seotch towns there were 135,864 
families living in one-room tenements and 
287,000 families living in two-roomed 
tenements; in other words, one-fourth 
of the population of Scotland lived 
in one and two-room tenements. 


They should endeavour to 
ascertain the real cau3e of this immense 
shifting of population and the congestion 
of urban areas. The Leader of the 
Opposition had said that this was due to 
free trade, but he would remind him that 
the depopulation of the rural districts was 
a phenomenon which was not confined to 
this country, but was to be found in all 
parts of the world. In_ protectionist 
countries like France and Germany the 
crowding of the people in towns was 
much greater than in Holland and 
Denmark, which were practically free 
trade countries. Moreover rural depopu- 
lation had been going on in our own 
country before Cobden and Bright were 
born, Even 150 years ago, or there- 
abouts, Goldsmith had deplored— 

“ The land to hastening ills a prey 

Where wealth accumulates and men decay.” 
And, with unerring instinct he had put 
his finger on the cause. The cause was 
that, under our present competitive and 
owning system, increase of wealth, and 
of wealth-producing capacity, instead of 
lealing to increased wages and a diffu- 
sion of the annuities of life as they should 
leave done, had resulted in heaping 
up wealth into too few hands, and 
this enabled the possessors of that 
wealth to get possession of the land, 
which they used as deer runs and 
pleasure grounds instead of allowing 
it to be used for maintaining a rural 
population and raising food for the 
people. Another cause was to be found 
in the ordinary development of social life. 
People were no longer content with the 
ordinary essentials or simple things 
of life. The working man for instance 
was no longer content with his porridge 
or his brose every day in the week and 
to don his marriage coat wherein to go to 
Church as long as he lived. He wanted 
to know something about books and 
things which only the town could give. 
The problem they had to solve was 
partly economic, partly social, and 
partly human. Members of the Opposi- 
tion talked about a tax of 10 per cent. 
on imported food, but the net result of 
that would be to lower the margin of 
cultivation in this country and increase 
rents. Those who were putting this 
proposal forward knew what it meant. 
It might mean an increase in the rural 
population, but it would only place more 


That people at the beck and call of the landlords. 
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This Bill was certainly a good deal more 
hopeful, and the Labour Party were going | 
to give it their support on the whole, 
while thinking it was open to certain objec- 
tions, which they would probably raise in 
Committee. Fixity of tenure, the funda- 
mental idea of the Bill, was a good one. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Dublin had said that he did not 
see how it would improve things or make 
the tenant a better farmer. He (Mr. 
Barnes) could not, however, see how an 
arrangement which placed the tenant at 
the mercy of the landlord was going to 
result in the greatest productivity of the 
farm. He would give a case which had 
come under his notice since the introduc- 
tion of this Bill. When making inquiries 
into the question of small holdings he 
came across an old man nearing sixty 
years of age who had a short lease of a 
farm of about eighty-seven acres. He 
had four years of his lease to run, but 
was it likely that he was going to work 
that farm to the best advantage of the 
community for the remaining four years 
of his lease when there’iwas a prospect at 
the end of his lease of his landlord coming 
down upon him for an increased rent ! 
He thought, however, that the limitation 
of £50 annual value was a weak point in 
the measure; there should be some 
elasticity in that respect. It seemed to 
him that the man of small means would 
be likely to suffer under the Bill. The 
main principle of the Bill was to apply 
to farms of such a size as could be 
worked by a man and his family. It 
seemed to him that the limit ought to 
vary according to varying circumstances, 
and he would suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman that an Amendment of that 
character and giving discretionary powers | 
to the Land Court should be inserted in 

the Bill. He now came to the financial | 
aspects of the Bill, and said that the Bill 

was more than fair tothelandlords, whose 

estates would be improved by monies of 

the State, whose gross rents would be | 
turned into net ren's. The landlords 

were opposing the Bill because they did 

not know a good thing when they saw 

it. He believed, not in bribing the 

landlords, but in the old policy of 

ransom put forward by the right 

hon. Gentleman the Member for West 

Birmingham in his palmy days. He 

wanted to direct attention to the method | 
in which the money was to be spent. So 

far as he understood £35,000 was to be | 


Mr. Barnes. 
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spent for the purposes of the Congested 
Board Act of 1897, and the remaining 


| £65,000 of the £100,000 annually voted 


for the purpose of the Bill was to be 
applied under the Consolidated Act. 
Sections 5 and 6 of the Congested Board 
Act gave power to the Board to set up 
peasant proprietors, and already 230 of 
these had been set up. He objected for 
his own part to the setting up of peasant 
proprietorships. He did not believe in 
peasant proprietorship. He did not 
believe in private landlordism at all, and, 
therefore, he did not believe in any 
legislation which, by multiplying the 
number of private landlords, was going 
to make it more difficult for the State at 
some time or another to resume posses- 
sion of what he could not help regarding 
as its own. His mind went back only a 
fortnight ago to the Holborn Restaurant 
meeting and to the Drury Lane Theatre 
demonstration held later, when the 
principle was put forward vhat the State 
once having acyuired possession of land 
should never let it go. He hoped that 
the Government would give etfect to 
that principle. As to who was going to 
be the landlord under this Bill he really 
did not know. He had heard the speech 
of the Solicitor-General for Scotland 
about the joint. ownership in contra- 
distinction to divided ownership, and yet 
he could not understand it. It seemed 


'to him that the Bill set up a sort of 


trinity, three in one and one in three, the 
State finding the money, the landholder 
or tenant finding the labour, and _ the 


landlord carrying off the “swag.” The 


landholder or tenant, at all events, got 


| the benefit of fixity of tenure and fair 


rent as the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had explained, and that, so far as it went, 
was good, but he thought that the land- 
holder or tenant got a little more and 
something to which he was not entitled. 
Under Section 7 of the Bill public moneys 
were to be given at the discretion of the 
Commissioners—given, not lent—to the 
small holder who was set up under the 
provisions of this measure, and pro tunto 
that man was also made landlord as he 
understood. If he was wrong in his in- 
terpretation perhaps the Secretary for 
Scotland would explain the matter. He 
objected to this, first of all on the ground 
that they were going to differentiate treat- 
ment as between that man and another 
man. Let them take the case of a trader 
in a village who failed in his business. 
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He drifted into the ranks of the unem- 
ployed in a town. 
do for him? So far as he knew they 
sent him off to Canada under the Unem- 
ployed Workmen Act. But the treatment 
meted out to the tenant by 
money was altogether different. He 
suggested that that was more than fair to 
the small holder. He objected in the 
second place to the setting up of more 
landlords, or part landlords. That was 
why he objected to public money being 
used in that way. He believed the Bill 
only touched the fringe of the question, 
hecanse after all it would not enable the 
small man in Scotland to get a footing 
upon the land in any considerable 
number. When he said the small man, 
he meant grieves and superior ploughmen. 
They were told that the Bill was going 
to do something in the way of improving 
the chances of those already on the 
land. It would improve the chances 
in life of the man who was able to 
stock a farm. It took, however, about 
£10 per acre to stock a farm and 
there 


was not one man in a hundred | 


{29 Aprit 1907} 


What did the State | 
| had 


giving him | 





in Scotland who was now hungering for | 


land, and who wanted to make himself a 
little more independent, who would be 
able to get the advantage of the Bill, 
simply because he had not the money to 
stock a farm. Why not face the problem 
as a whole, and set up those small holders 
as tenants of the State in some shape or 
form, and so put them on their mettle ? 
He thought a far better result would be 
achieved in that way. ‘The Secretary 
for Scotland, in introducing the Bill, 
deprecated this because the State was a 
bad bargainer. The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that the State was open to 
political pressure. Well, there might be 
political pressure, but the State, after all, 
was a better bargainer than a poor man 
under pressure of poverty, who was com- 
peting for the tenancy or ownership of a 
farm in competition with other people 
whom he had never seen. Only recently 
when he was in Scotland he inquired how 
the rents of small holdings were fixed. 
Qne man after another told him the same 
tale. When they wanted t» get into 
farms they had to bid for the farms, and 
they did not know whom they were 
bidding against. 
upon ultimately to enter into occupation, | 
they never knew how many had been | 
competing for a farm, although they had 
under:tood that there had been a ‘large 
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number. Under these circumstances 
rents were far too high, as experience 
proved. The hon. Member for 
Durham spoke, he supposed, from the 
point of view of the landlord when 
he objected to Land Courts on the 
ground that they would reduce rents. 
Had not experience proved in Scot- 


land that under the operation of 
the Crofters Act rents had _ been 
reduced 25 to 30 per cent., and that there 


was reason for the Land Court making 
the reductions? There had been the 
same experience wherever judicial rents 
had been tried. Under the operation of 
the ordinary law of supply and demand 
rents had been fixed too high by the 
landlords. It seemed to him that they 
would have to come, sooner or later, to 
State ownership, and in conjunction with 
the acquirement of land by the State 
they would also have to set up some form 
of land banks whereby small men should 
be enabled to stock their farms and 
become tenants of the State. He had 
stated these views somewhat crudely. 
This was a matter which the Labour 
Party had not yet given great attention 
to. They were going to support the 
Grovernment on this Bill, reserving to 
themselves the right to do what they 
could to amend it in Committee. They 
trusted that it would go through, and 
that it would result in the fixing of a 
much larger number of people on the soil 
in Scotland than had hitherto got a living 
there, and that it might to some extent 
enable the House to gain experience as to 
how they could deal with the subject in 
England. It might be said that what 
he had suggested was too large a scheme. 
Well, the “evil was large, and j it called for 


large and even heroic remedies. The 
time would come, whether under this 


Government or not, when the credit of 
the State would have to be used to fix 
people upon the soil in much larger 
numbers than this Bill promised to. 


CapTain WARING (Banffshire) said 
that, in venturing to criticise the Bill, he 
was actuated by no hostile spirit, his only 
desire being to voice the opinions of the 
constituents whom he had the honour 
to represent. They would welcome the 
Bill, even should it pass in its present 
form, although, having regard to the well- 
known opinions of “the Secretary for 
Scotland and the Lord Advocate, they 
had hoped for something more than 
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a re-draft of the Act of 1886—something 
more final, more drastic, and more com- 
plete in the nature of land reform. Before 
he became connected with his constituency 
the Liberal Association of the County of 
Banft-—which included a large number 
of well-known and a'le agriculturists, 
many of whom were small holders of 
the crofting class, and possessed a know- 
ledge of the land question as extensive 
and full as their knowledge of farming— 
meeting in August last, passed a resolu- 
tion to the following effect— 


“That while welcoming the (Government 


measure of 1906 (which is practically similar | 


to the measure now before the House) and 
cordially supporting the object and general 
principles of the Bill, they wonld suggest that 
the Government provide facilities whereby 
tenants may become occupying owners of their 
holdings, while the Government retains the 
superiority of the land.” 

He was in hearty agreement with that 
resolution, expressing, as it did, a desire 
for land purchase in the place of the 
present proposal of compulsory leases, 
and he had discovered that his con- 
stituents were unanimous in that desire. 
He must admit that he listened with 
astonishment to the statement of the 
learned Solicitor-General for Scotland 
that the desire to become owners of 
the soil was alien to the genius of the 
Scottish race. He agreed that a complete 
scheme of land purchase for Scotland 
must be a large measure, and must of 
necessity entail a great expenditure, 
even when the land was valued at its 
fair and proper price and not at any 
fancy sum, or with the addition of any 
mysterious bonus to bribe individuals to 
enter into a patriotic and genuine scheme 
for the improvement of the agricultural 
industry of the country. He was also 
aware that he belonged in that House to 
a section renowned for its unswerving 
loyalty to the Government, and there 
was one thing that even his brief and 
limited experience of politics had taught 
him, namely, that it was often necessary 
to frame one’s demands in inverse propor- 
tion to the extent of one’s loyalty. 
Therefore he did not suggest a complete 
scheme of purchase at the present junc- 
ture. It had been said that the value 
of the land could not be accurately ascer- 
tained until a suflicient period of time 
had elapsed to permit of fair rents having 
been fixed. He thought that if it was 
possible to ‘fix a fair rent it was also 
possible to fix a fair value, and that at 


Captuin Waring. 
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the present time a gradual system of 
purchase might be instituted which would 
not entail a very great annual oexpendi- 
ture, and would be the means eventually 
of peopling Scotland with a community 
|of peasant proprietors looking to one 
superior only, and that superior the 
State. If, then, the Government could 
see their way to giving greater elasticity 
to the Bill and to providing facilities for 
a gradual development of that descrip- 
tion, they would produce a measure more 
in accord with the great bulk of opinion 
in Scotland, than the Bill as it at present 
stood. Turning to another point—he 
desired, if possible, to emphasise the 
position of the agricultural labourer 
under the Bill. Everyone knew what 
excellent labour was provided by 
the croft, and how greatly the loss of 
| that labour had been deplored hy the 
larger farmers in districts where crofts 
have disappeared. But in the south-east 
of Scotland crofters were practically un- 
| known, and not only in the south-east, 
but in all parts of Scotland, there existed 
representatives of that excellent and 
worthy, though rapidly dwindling, class 

the agricultural labourer. Under this 
Bill—and he regretted that in this he 
differed from his hon. friend the Member 
for East Aberdeen, though he could agree 
with the hon. Member for the Blackfriars 
Division of Glasgow—there was nothing, 
or practically nothing, done for that 
class, since to benefit under the Bll a 
man must be able to satisfy the Com- 
missioners that he had the experience 
| and the capital necessary to equip a small 
‘holding. In his judgment it was almost 
| imperative to provide land for the farm 
\Jabourer, if he was to be kept on the 
‘land at all. Only a few acres would 
| be necessary, but the possession of these 
would enable him to gain experience 
}and put aside money, which would 
| eventually place him into a position to 
| enter into a bigger holding, possibly a 
| pair-horse farm. He would quote an 
| instance that had come under his notice : 
'A farm 'abcurer occupied a holding of 
| twelve acres, which was wrought for him 
| by the farmer in consideration of the 
| former receiving from the latter £32 in 
| wages instead of £36. The man occu- 
pied that twelve-acre holding for nine 
| years, at the end of which period, and as 
a direct result of his occupation of the 
holding, he was enabled to take a thirty- 
‘acre croft at a rental of £15. He might 
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say in passing that when the individual 
moved into his thirty-acre croft, the 
labourer who had been driving the second 


pair on this same farm took up with | 
alacrity the twelve-acra croft which had | 
That he | 


been vacated by his colleague. 
believed to be a most desirable arrange- 
ment, and he thought that some clause 


might be introduced whereby a farm | 


labourer could be placed in a position to 
obtain both the experience and the funds 
necessary under this Bill for him to enter 
into a larger holding. Then with regard 
to Clause 16 of the Bill, the resumption 
of holdings by the landlord. He was 
aware that hard cases made bad laws, 
but he was going to put forward a case 
which was a hard one, and he thought 
entitled to some consideration from the 
right hon. Gentleman, Clause 16, or 
rather Clause 2 of the Crofters Act of 
1886, permitted the landlord to resume 
the holding at the expiration of the lease 
for certain very laudable purposes. But 
it did not provide for the landlord resum- 
ing possession in order to himself, with 
his family, occupy the dwelling house and 
farm the lands. In Banffshire a very 
large estate, consisting almost exclusively 
of small holdings within the meaning of 
this Bill, was offered for sale at a very 
proper and reasonable price. The exist- 
ing tenants however, in most cases, 
refused to purchase though given the 
refusal, and the holdings were purchased 
by others of the erofting class, who 
became rent receivers for the time being, 
intending as the leases fell out to occupy 
the holdings themselves. The majority 
of these leases would terminate in five to 
seven years time. But should this Bill 
become law the existing tenants could 
apply for fixity of tenure, and these other 
erofters belonging to the same class, the 
very class the Bill was intended to 
benefit—individuals worthy of all praise, 
for they were solvent since they purchased, 
thrifty since they were solvent, and 
eminently desirable as occupiers of the 
land, since they had actually purchased 
their holdings out and out without the 
assistance of the Treasury or of an Act 
of Parliament—these crofters would never 
be able to occupy the holdings which they 
intended to make their homes. He 
thought that that case was worthy of 
attention and that Clause 16 should 
include a provision that the desire to 
occupy and farm a holding should be 
deemed a reasonable ground for resump- 
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tion by the owner. He could only say 
that in the parts of Scotland with which 
he had been and was now connected, land 
reform would be thankfully received, and 
they welcomed this Bill in spite of its 
limitations, because it inculeated the 
principle that when any man desired land 
for the purpose of cultivation, he could 
obtain it and would no longer meet with 
that obstruction of insane prejudice which 
had been the ruin of the agricultural 
industry of this country. 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said he wished to 
congratulate the Government upon the 
approval which the Bill had received 
from the hon. Member for Glasgow and 
the hon. Member for Banffshire, those 
twin Socialistie supporters. He also 
congratulated the Government upon tho 
logical result of the arguments of the hon. 
Members for Glasgow and East Aberdeen- 
shire, that the proposals in the Bill would 
lead to, not only dual ownership, at the 
suggestion of which the Solicitor-General 
was very indignant, but a trinity of 
ownership—the Land Court, the owner 
who was to be left with a remnant of his 
interest, and the occupying tenant. There 
were many Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House as distinctly opposed 
to Socialism as they on the Oppositicn 
side were. For instance, the hon. Member 
for Midlothian had, he thought, gone on a 
¢ maign against Socialism. Were the e 
hon. Members prepared to see Socialistic 
views carried as far as was proposed 
by the hon. Member for Glasgow and 
the hon. Member for Banffshire? He 
held no briet for the landowners of 
the country. No one was less con- 
nected with land than he was, and no 
one related to him had ever been the 
owner of twelve acres of land. His 
interest in the land question was that 
only of a student of the economical de- 
velopment of the country, and, in that 
aspect, these proposals were of the 
greatest importance. Two hundred years 
ago, at the time of the Union, the 
population of Scotland was only one 
million, and it was almost entirely 
rural. In his own time he had seen 
the marvellous transference of the popu- 
lation from the country to the town; 
but at the time of the Union not more 
than 100,000 people lived in towns of 
over a population of 4,000. But what 
was the condition of that overflowing 
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rural population ? Was it really nourished 
in any decent conditions by the land? He 
recalled some statistics given by no less 
sapient a statistican than the Baillie Nicol 
Jarvis, whose words were put in his mouth 
by a brain which understood Scotland, 
and interpreted by an imagination which 
could realise, as few could, the actual 
facts. The Baillie’s calculation was that 
the population of the Highlands was 
230,000, of whom he said by no human 
possibility could more than half earn an 
honest livelihood, and the rest he asserted 
without fear of contradiction were little 
else than thieves—picturesque and romantic 
thieves, no doubt 
on plunder. But he rather respected them, 
because they were not ashamed of their 
profession, and although occasionally they 
took cattle which was not their own, 
they did not describe it as thieving, 
bat called themselves 
drovers.” That proved 
the 18th century, in regard to which 
they had comparatively few statistics, 
they had a very populous country, and 
an immense leeway to make up in regard 
to town population. The vast increase 
of manufactures, by which after all 
Scotland had to gain her wealth, because 
her country was not one which could have 
brought her to be a leader among agri- 
cultural countries, was concomitant of the 
necessary advance in urban population. 
This state of things went on till 1800, 
when he calculated that the rural popula- 
tion was something like 1,200,000, against 
an urban population of something like 
400,000. In the middle of the last 
century it had grown until the population 
was something like 3,000,000, an increase 
of 60 per cent. over that of the 
first part of the last century, and that 
was accompanied by a growth of popula- 
tion in the eight large towns to 750,000. 
As the result of the development of the 
commercial undertakings of the country, 
the population in these large towns had 
now grown to 1,700,000 out of a total 
of 4,500,000. In that Scotland had 
not differed from the other countries 
of the world, because this sort of change 
had been going on everywhere. The 
increased population in towns, therefore, 
was not due to any wickedness on the 
part of the landlords, or to any nig- 
gardliness on their part. In the latter 
part of the last century the movement 
was duc to causes which were absolutely 
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patent to everybody who cared to take 
note of them. The hon. Member for 
Glasgow looked askance upon the new 
efforts at colonisation which had been 
made, but he was prepared to say that 
a large part of the youth of Scotland, 
especially the most ambitious youth 
bel Scotland, would always find a home 
in our Colonies greatly to the advan- 
tage of the Colonies, their own country, 
and themselves. That was inevitable 
when one considered the advances 
which mankind had made together with 
the enormous amount of labour-saving 
apparatus now employed in agriculture. 
These causes not only naturally but 
| necessarily led to the vast shifting of the 
| population between 1851 and 1901. The 
| shifting of the labour population in Scot- 
land, however, had not been so large in 
recent years as it had been in years gone 
by. Nodoubt some counties had suflered 
a small diminution of population, but the 
| diminution in those counties where it had 
most taken place was in total numbers 
during the last fifty, sixty, or seventy 
years something under 10,000. That 
was not a very great diminution when 
one was dealing with a population of 
| 4,500,000, and it had not been a 
| universal diminution or one which had 
| prevented the rural population of Scotland 
as a whole increasing during that period. 
What was the proposal of the Govern- 
ment to deal with this change? The 
Opposition were as anxious as the 
Government to stimulate residence in 
the country, to relieve the pressure 
upon great towns, and to do some- 
thing to stem that physical deteriora- 
tion which necessarily came from the 
conditions of town life. He did not 
believe, however, that these results would 
follow from the establishment under the 
sill of a few holdings of which no one 
would be the owner, and in which each 
partner would feel himself fettered by 
restrictions. The restrictions would 
only lead to friction and recourse to 
the Land Courts. That was not the 
way in which the peasantry of Scotland 
had grown up, and it would not give 
them a new peasantry now. It was not 
the way in which new relations between 
landlord and tenant would have to be 
set up in country districts, and it would 
not tend to the establishment of that 
form of Socialism which all regarded 
as distinct from the Socialism which rested 
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upon abstract political ideas—that form 


of Socialism under which the community | 


was knit together by ties of mutual 
interest and a desire to help each 
other. The Bill would destroy alike the 
influence of the tiller of the soil and the 
influence of the landlord. If the influence 
of the latter were injured it would mean 
that the good work he had done, which 
even hon. Members opposite acknow- 
ledged, would cease, and in the case of 
the tenant the Bill would mean that 
he would lose the first instinct of man- 
kind, which was to have a sense of self- 
respect, increasing when he could call his 
home his own, and when he knew that 
what he had spent on it would remain 
his property. The Bill would create a 
set of occupiers who were to be held to 
the soil under Land Courts by means of 
payments, and the landlord would have 
no more interest in the land than the 
money lender or the mortgagee. It was 
to that position that the Government 
would reduce the landlords of Scotland, 
and although they all agreed that 
they should hold to the soil as many 
as the soil could maintain and should 
attract people back from the large 
towns, the Bill touched the mere fringe 
of the question and would destroy 
far more than it created by undermining 
the interest of the proprietors of the soil. 
The Solicitor General had said that the 
landlord was deprived of no rights what- 
ever except the fixing of the rent ; that he 
still retained the inestimable privilege of 
raising money on his land. But it was 
not now possible to raise money on the 
security of the land so easily as before. 
These proposals had not only reduced the 
power but the responsibiliy of landlords 
in cases where a new tenancy might be 
set up. They undermined the whole of 
that which was the landlord’s property 
quite as much as a mill was the property 
of a manufacturer. Not only would 
these proposals do that, but they would 
introduce absolute insecurity. The 
landlord would never know whether, or 
when, any of his larger tenants might 
have their holdings cut up. How could 
carry on in any sense of 
farming of the larger 


these men 
security the 


holdings when they knew they were 
subject at any moment to have their 
land divided into miserable pieces? He 
believed the Government would have 
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| done better and done more for the rural 
population of Scotland if they had by 
some means or other improved the 
housing and sanitary conditions of the 
festering masses which were herded 
together in the midst of the towns. 
What was proposed by this measure was 
at best a small and ineffectual remedy for 
an evil of vast extent. Did the Govern- 
ment suppose that by allowing a few 
rents to be fixed on a few holdings they 
would relieve the pressure of the towns ? 
The emptiness of the country was no doubt 
partly caused by vast aggregations in 
towns. If they wished to palliate the evils 
of town life they must do so by attacking 
those evils at their centre, and not by start- 
ing an artificial system of land tenure in 
the rural districts of Scotland. Let them 
consider for a moment what the climate 
and conditions of Scotland were. Out of 
19,000,000 acres of land in Scotland only 
4,500,000 were under cultivation, or 
something like one acre per head of the 
total population, or two acres per head 
of the agricultural population of the 
country. Did they really think that by 
a mere “Mrs. Partington’s” mop of 
this sort they would stem the tide 
of colonisation, and check the energy 
and the zeal which carried the young men 
of Scotland out to the Colonies, to the 
veldt, or to the virgin prairies to make 
two blades of grass grow where one had 
grown before? It was the smallest, 
the most insignificant, the most ridiculous 
attempt that had ever been made to pro- 
vide for the great and growing youth of 
Scotland, whose ambition was not to be cir- 
cumscribed by the boundaries of a small 
holding measured out to them by a Land 
Court under fixed conditions. Did the 
Government think that was a good 
substitute for all that they were doing 
all over the world? There was another 
aspect of the question. They had been 
taunted with being tarred with the brush 
of Protection. He did not know, and 
therefore was not prepared to say, 
whether there were not on both sides 
of politics people tarred with that brush. 
His withers were unwrung, because he 
made his position perfectly clear at the 
time of his election; but he asked who 


would make most proselytes for Protec- 


tion —the Unionist Party, or the Govern- 
ment that established a doubtful system 
of small holdings, that planted a few 
persons of its own choosjng on small 
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holdings, contrary to the conditions of 
the market, fixing what rent they had 
to pay by an arbitrary Commissioner, 
making them strive to earn a livelihood out | 
of those small holdings under conditions | 
which necessarily could not pay in com- | 
petition with the more productive larger | 
holdings, and without that great capital | 
with which alone the vicissitudes of | 
agriculture could be met in a climate | 
which was not fitted to compete with | 
the more genial climate of other countries ? | 
The climate of Scotland might develope 
scientific horticulturists, but it was | 
not one which would permit of large | 
profits in agriculture. | 


Worthing 


Were not the | 
Government likely, if their proposals 

were carried out, to make out of every | 
one of the new tenants put upon the | 
land not only hardened but bigoted | 
Protectionists, because only out of Protec- 
tion of the severest kind could they ever 
gain their livelihood? He believed that 
this measure could only produce an in- | 
finitesimal amount of good in relieving | 
the congestion in the great cities, and for | 
that problematical advantage they were | 
sacrificing the rights, interests, and | 
duties of the landlord. He quite agreed 

with one hon. Member who spoke, that | 
they were fully justified in expropriating | 
by compulsory purchase a landlord who | 
was an evil to the country, but everybody | 
would admit that this Bill propounded a | 
scheme that would shake the foundations | 
of our social system. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


WORTHING GAS BILL (By Orper). 
As amended, considered. 





Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton), in moving 
“That the schedule be omitted,” said it 
was with considerable diffidence that he 
took the course which he was now taking. 
This Bill was a Bill fora private company, | 
incorporated under Act of Parliament, 
and which had acquired statutory powers 
to supply gas to the corporation of 
Worthing. The Bill had already been 
before a Committee of the House up- 
stairs, and had passed that Committee ; 
and he was quite aware that if a private 
Sir Henry Craik. 
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Member took the unusual course of 
opposing any part of that Bill in the 
House, it was necessary that he should 
make out a very good case. He asked 
the House to believe that it was 
with a full sense of the responsibility of 
the course he was taking, that he made 
the Motion which stood in his name. 
This company had now its works in the 
group of houses which constituted the 
town of Worthing itself. When it first 
obtained its Bill and erected its 
works, those works were in a compara- 
tively unoccupied district. He found 
that as long ago as 1893 it required 
fresh ground in order to complete its 
works, though it had no room upon its 
present site. It then purchased a field 
called the Home Field, and kept it for 
some time without using it, because in 
the year 1893 Worthing suffered from a 
severe epidemic, and there was not that 
increased demand for gas which the 
company had been led to expect would 
arise. Finally, when the demand began 
as Worthing grew, the company visited 
the field and found it to be, in their 
opinion, unsuitable for the erection of 
gas works. They found that they could 
obtain a piece of land very much better 
suited to their purpose—a piece of open 
ground upon which their main works 
then stood, The corporation of Worthing 
at that time assented to their works 
being extended over that piece of 
ground, and it was only the strongest 
opposition of some householders and 
dwellers in the neighbourhood which 
prevented them from holding that piece 
of land. The opposition was so great 
that it became necessary for the Board of 
Trade to cause a local inquiry to be held. 
As a result of that inquiry a Report 
adverse to the scheme was made by 
Sir Alfred Bateman. The company 
consequently looked round for other 
ground to be obtained, and finding 
a site in the neighbouring — village 
of Goring, acquired the property in 
the schedule of this Bill. As soon 
as the inhabitants of Goring became 
aware that the gas company desired to 
leave Worthing and to set up gas works 
among them, they began to be greatly 
perturbed and to do all that was in their 
power to object. The old parish council 
of Goring objected to the company. 
It was on the point of fresh election at 
the time this matter was pressing, and 
the election was fought mainly on the 
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question whether the gas works of the | 
Worthing Company should be allowed to | 
be proceeded with in Goring parish or | 
not. The supporters were entirely de- 
feated, and the new parish council peti- | 
tioned the House or the Committee 
upstairs against the Bill. Not only did | 
the pirish council of Goring petition 
against the Bill, but the neighbouring 
parish of Durrington also petitioned 
against it. And not only these two 
parish conncils, but the East Preston 
District Council petitioned also, after a 
large meeting in which fourteen mem- 
bers out of a total number of eighteen 
voted, and the motion was carried 
unanimously, He could not conceive 
that it was to the interest of good local 
government that the views of local 
bodies should be overridden by the 
House. The House went to considerable 
trouble, he believed rightly, to set up 
parish and district councils in order that 
they might be able to manage their 
own affairs. Here was a case, if 
ever there was one, in which the council 
was able to form an opinion as_ to 


whether a proposal was to their 
detriment or to their advantage. They 


formed the opinion that the coming 
of these works would be detrimental, | 
to the parish of Goring, and they asked 
and he asked 1in their name, that the House 
should not impose upon them the nuisance 
wiich really and truly belonged to their 
neighbours. Did that neighbour itself 
wish to impose that nuisance upon them ? 
This, as he had stated, was a private 
company; its shareholders were all 
over the country, and no doubt many of 
them were in Worthing ; none the less, 
it was a private company. It was not 
the corporation of Worthing. So far 
from the corporation of Worthing being 
anxious that the company should place 
these gasworks in Goring, which was the 
only avenue of expansion for the town of 
Worthing westward, the mayor and 
ten councillors up to the present date 
hud signed a petition against the Bill. 
Were there any precedents for this 
course ? To impose a nuisance upon a 
local body against its will was not a thing 
that ought to be done lightly. There 
must have been cases in the past in which 
attempts, at any rate, had been made. | 
He had looked up vhose attempts, and he 
awaited some supporter of the Bill being 
able to put his finger on a single pre- | 
cedent for imposing gasworks on an 
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unwilling community. There was a time 
when the Gas Corporation of Birmingham 
supplied gas to a neighbouring district 
of Erdington. As they supplied the gas 
to that district they said it would not be 
unreasonable to ask to be allowed to put 
gasworks there, but it was objected to. 
The Corporation of Tunbridge Wells 
desired to take their gasworks out of 
Tunbridge Wells and put them in a 
country district. That was refused also, 


-and as far as he could ascertain there 


was absolutely no precedent for the 
action proposed in the Bill. It was 
on these grounis that he was ask- 
ing that the schedule should not be 
pissed. Gasworks were admitted to be 
detrimental to the growth of a town. 
There was a very marked case within his 
own knowledge in the town of Brighton, 
where gasworks were erected in Kemp 
Town, and that stopped the growth of the 
town in that direction for about fifty 
years. At one time Kemp Town was the 
fashionable end of Brighton, but once those 
gasworks were put there, building stopped 
at the boundary, but never went beyond. 
It was true that when they ceased 
to manufacture gas there, houses were 
built beyond the boundary, and there 
were about half a dozen houses dotted 
about beyond the boundary. They might 
possibly think that it was only the land- 
owners who objected to this. It was 
admitted that the presence of gasworks 
did depreciate the land near which they 
were placed, and it was computed that 
the coming of these gasworks into Goring 
would depreciate the value of the land by 
about 50 per cent. He was not concerned 
in that House to defend the position of 
landlords. But he did not want to see 
values unnecessarily destroyed, and if 
they were going to have the taxation of 
ground values it was highly desirable in the 
interests of everybody that these values 
should be maintained in order that they 
might be taxed. The village of Goring 
lay about 400 yards from the place where 
the gasworks were to be erected. The 
villagers were as strongly against the 
coming of the gasworks as the landlords 
themselves. Out of 118 voters 110 had 
signed a petition objecting to the proposal. 
The reason would be apparent to the House 
when he stated that Goring was a pretty 
little village at the seaside, and the major- 
ity of the inhabitants made a large por- 
tion of their yearly earnings from letting 
lodgings. They did this in the summer 
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season to such people of the towns as 
required fresh air. So much was this the 
case that the clergyman of Goring felt it 
incumbent upon him to come up and give 
evidence before the Committee as to the 
damage which would be done to the 
village by the schedule of this Bill ; and 
he stated in his evidence that he received 
every summer applications from some 
twenty or thirty people asking him 
whether he would be kind enough to 
procure lodgings for them. As far as he 
could see, the position of a clergyman in 
such matters seemed to be rather like 
that of a Member of Parliament, who 
was asked to do all kinds of different 
things which would not occur to most 
people. He thought he had made out a 
case as regarded the facts, and _ it 
would take some answering. As far as 
he could ascertain the arguments on the 
other side, they exactly amounted to 
this—that there was no other available site 
for the gas company to go to, and that it 
was common both to the objectors and to 
the supporters of the Bill that a further 
supply of gas was urgently needed for 
the supply of Worthing. When he stated 
to them that the corporation of ‘Worthing 
included within its boundaries no less 
than seven square miles of territory, 
whereas its population was only 23,000, 
it would be apparent to them that the 
site difficulty could not be an insuperable 
one. Sir Alfred Bateman had reported 
that the Gas Company acted unwisely in 
1894, and that it did not appear to him 
that there were any insuperable difti- 
culties in obtaining a site for the extension 
near the railway. He hoped in a matter 
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so vital to the inhabitants of Goring 
the company would not be allowed to 
ride rough-shod over them. He begged 
to move that the schedule be omitted. 


ViscounT TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) seconded the Amendment. He 
thought when the House had heard the 
whole oi the arguments for and against 
this Amendment, they would agree that | 
there were very strong reasons for | 
refusing to allow this measure to pass in | 
its present form. What was the main | 
reason why they objected to the Bill? 
It was because it imposed upon a village 
a scheme to which the inhabitants almost 
unanimously objected. As his hon. friend | 
had stated in his speech, he believed there | 
existed no precedent of any kind in| 
which the House had sanctioned | 
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such a scheme to which the whole 
of the people in the area affected who 
had anything at stake took exception. 
The town of Worthing was by no means 
unanimous in favour of the scheme, if 
indeed the majority of the inhabitants 
were in favour of it atall. Asa matter of 
fact, so far as they could judge, the town 
of Worthing was opposed to the scheme. 
Both the local papers published in the 
town of Worthing, one of which was a Con- 
servative and the other a Liberal paper, 
had printed leading articles against the 
schedule of the Bill. Notonly that, buta 
public petition had been got up in the town 
of Worthing against the Bill, which had 
been signed by the mayor and ten of the 
councillors and a large number of other 
influential residents in the town. He 
submitted it as a very strong point 
indeed that even in the town of Worth- 
ing, which was supposed to benefit by 
the scheme, the inhabitants were by no 
means unanimous in favour of the scheme. 
He thought that upon this Amendment 
one should ask oneself two questions. 
Firstly, could the company: obtain land 
within the Borough of Worthing? As 
his hon. friend had stated, the area 
within the Borough of Worthing was 
seven square miles, and there was 
not by any means a population to the 
square mile which was at all excessive. 
As his knowledge of Worthing was 
limited, for he had only been there on a 
few occasions, he did not put forward his 
local knowledge of the town and ask the 
House to accept it in any way. Anybody 
who has ever been to Worthing would 
agree that there were a great many sites 
in the town which could be utilised for 
the purpose. In the evidence given 
before the Committee the promoters of 
the Bill alleged that it was not possible 
to find a suitable site within the area of 
the town. That view was supported by 
an expert brought forward by the 
promoters of the Bill, but the 
opponents of the measure also brought 
forward an expert who said exactly the 
opposite. Anyone who had been con- 
nected with private Bill legislation knew 
that cn Private Bill Committees that was 
a thing which very often took place. But 
he had very much stronger evidence to 
bring forward than that of the two experts, 
although he did net want to make any re- 
flections upon their opinion. Sir Alrred 
Bateman, in his Report to the Poard of 
Trade upon another application of the 
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Worthing Gas Company for an ex- 
tension of their present works, gave as his 
reason for refusing that application that he 
believed it was possible to find a suitable 
site for the extension required near the 
railway which passed through Worthing. 
That was not long ago, and Worthing had 
not devoloped so rapidly as to make it 
any more difficult to obtain sites for 
these works. That Report brought out 
the extremely unbusinesslike method 
in which the Worthing Gas Company 
had conducted that part of the business 


Worthing 


which dealt with their application for | 


increased powers. Some time ago, they 
acquired a certain site, which they after- 
wards discovered was not suitable for 
the erection of gas works, and Sir 
Alfred Bateman commented upon this 
action of the company in his Report 
to the Board of Trade. He believed that 
the company, if they were prepared to pay 
a proper price for the land, could obtain 
perfectly suitable land for the purpose 
within the Borough of Worthing. Even 
if the company were unable to obtain land 
within the Borough of Worthing, the 
House should ask itself whether the land 
could not be obtained anywhere else 
where the presence of the works 
would not be so resented by the inhabi- 
tants as it was in the village of Goring. 
He had some little local knowledge, and, 
although he did not know the town of 
Worthing well, he did know the land 
round about, and, in his opinion, on 
the east side of the town there 
were several sites which it would 
be possible for the company to acquire, 
where what he might call the nuisance 
works of the town of Worthing—the 
sewage, the electrical, and other works— 
had all been erected, and were now being 
conducted. As was clearly brought out 
in the evidence before the Committee, the 
east end of the town was not regarded as 
the part most likely to increase for 
residential purposes, or the part which 
during the last two or three years had 
increased most rapidly, very likely owing 
to the fact that these works, which were 
more or less of a nuisance to the neigh- 
bourhood, were already there. ‘Lhe 


people of Goring objected to the scheme, 
because it would destroy one of the prin- 
cipal charms of the village, and would very 
largely injure the position which the cot- 
tager and farmer now had in being able to 
offer lodgings in a small and quiet village 
removed from the hustle of town. 


They 
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great reason, that the erection of these 
gas works would seriously injure the 
future residential value of the village, 
because at the present moment the town 
was growing in that direction, although 
there was practically no building going on. 
There was no doubt that in a very few 
years the village would become part of 
Worthing, and all around, and especially 
in the neighbourhood where it was pro- 
posed to erect these works, could be 
found very valuable residential sites. 
The value of land for agricultural and 
horticultural purposes just where it was 
proposed to erect these gas works was 
very great. As far as his own position 
went in supporting the Amendment, 
he would certainly be more or less 
directed, as to whether or not he 
went to a division, by what the Chair- 
man of Committees said on the Bill. 
He thought, however, that they were 
justified in calling the attention of the 
House to the state of affairs which would 
be brought about if the Bill was passed, 
and to the very serious precedent which 
the Committee were making by allowing 
a company to erect works and force upon 
a village a scheme to which the whole 
inhabitants, the local councillors, and 
everybody connected with the place 
were strongly opposed. He trusted the 
House would not allow the Bill to pass 
ia its present form. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 25, to leave out the Schedule.—(Mr. 
Ridsdale.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


*Mr. WILES (Islington, S.) said he 
held no brief on behalf of the Worthing 
Gas Company ; in fact, he regretted that 
the Worthing Corporation did not make 
gas themselves, but as they did not it 
was the desire of the company to supply 
gas for their town, and as he understood 
that this Bill was one which the cor- 
poration of Worthing generally supported 
he had his name put on the back of it. 
He had no interest whatever in the gas 
company, nor had his correspondent 
who was chairman of the Electric Light- 
ing Committee for the Corporation of 
Worthing. Generally the feeling in 
Worthing was quite contrary to the 
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opinion expressed by the hon. Member 
for the Horsham Division of Sussex. He 
believed there was a vast majority of the 
people strongly in favour of the Bill, | 
because the gas works were now too small | 
to make the supply of gas required, owing | 
to the great increase in the population of | 
Worthing. With reference to the site, it | 


had been said that other sites were | 
available in Worthing. He knew Worth- | 


ing fairly well, and he felt sure that | 
it was impossible to get any suitable site | 
within the area, except in the eastern | 
part of Worthing. The hon. Member | 
for Brighton said that the proper place | 
to put the gas works was near the | 
generating station and dust destructor. 
This company a few years ago purchased 
a site in that locality, and they found— 
and he believed other available land 
was in the same position—there was a | 
large running seam of sand, twelve feet | 
deep, in which it was impossible for them 
to lay a foundation. 


Viscount TURNOUR: May I inter- 
rupt the hon. Gentleman and say that 
that is disputed both by the opponents 
of this Bill and by others. The conten- 
tion is not upheld by Sir Alfred Bate- 
man’s Report. 


*Mr. WILES said he believed the Com- 
mittee who went carefully into the details 
of the Bill were perfectly satisfied with 
the evidence they had that this was practi- 
cally the only site available for the 
Worthing Gas Company. It had been said 
that the Bill should not be passed because 
a handful of people living in the charming 
village of Goring were opposed to it. 
The evidence of the opposition came 
from the rector or vicar, and the landlords 
who generally objected to gas works near 
their property. When the vicar was 
asked a question by the Committee with 
reference to the benefit of the proposed 
new works in increasing the population 
of Goring he said— 

“We do not want to increase a certain class 
of people.” 

Then, when he was asked what kind of 
people he would like to come, he replied 
that they should like people who were 
able to live in houses of £70 to £80, and 
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and who would bring their necessary | 
servants with them. They were told | 
that 110 out of 118 cottagers had ex- | 
pressed an opinion against the gas works | 
Mr. Wiles. 
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being placed on the proposed site. He 
supposed they had been convinced by 
the landlords. It would be easy for 
landlords and their friends in any 
locality to get an expression of opinion 
on the question whether they would 
be in favour of gas works there or 
not. It had been argued that the Cor- 
poration were against the Bill. He was 
advised by his correspondent, who was 
a member of the corporation, that only 
ten out of thirty-two Members signed 
the petition against the Bill, and, there- 
fore he thought it was hardly fair to say 
that public opinion and the opinion of 
Worthing Corporation, were against the 
sill. [An Hon. Member: The Mayor 
is.] The Mayor might be, but he did 
not always represent the corporation, or 
the opinion of the town. For the House 
to reject a Bill after it had been three 
days before a Select Committee would 
be a very unusual course, and he hoped 
that on account of some Members 
who appeared to have some personal 
interest- 





Mr. RIDSDALE: I appeal to you, Mr. 
Speaker. I have no interest whatever 
in this Bill or in Worthing, or anywhere 
else. My interest is the public interest. 


Viscount TURNOUR: I must also 
ask the hon. Member to withdraw that 
statement. In saying that I have a per- 
sonal interest in this matter he has made 
a serious accusation. 


*Mr. WILES said he meant to make 
no personal accusation at all. When he 
said personal interest he meant a know- 
ledge of the lucality. He knew that both 
of the hon. Gentlemen had an interest in 
the district. He hoped that the House 
would not reject the Bill simply because 
of a little opposition from persons con- 
cerned in the way he had indicated. 


*Sin HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth) 
said he was sorry to find himself in dis- 
agreement with two hon. Members who 
were good friends of his own. It seemed 
to him that they had given no reason 
why the House should depart from the 
good old practice of approving of the 
decisions of Committees wheu the pro- 
priety of those decisions had not been 
impugned on some good principle. The 
appeal was generally urged, if it was 
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heard at all, on the evidence given before 
the Committee. He asked the House 
how much of the evidence given before 
the Committee had been read to the 
House on this occasion? The two hon. 
Members who had moved and seconded 
the rejection of the Bill—for that would 
be the effect of cutting out the schedule 
—had said that the ground of their 
opposition to the Bill was not put forward 
hy the friends on whose behalf they spoke. 
He did not impugn their motives at all. 
He was sure that the mover and seconder 
were actuated by the purest of motives. 
Sut the party who put them in motion 
had been heard before the Committee. 
The Committee sat for five days and 
took evidence, not hearsay evidence, as 
the House were doing now, but direct 
personal evidence on oath. The House 


devolved on the Committee the duty | 


of hearing and examining witnesses and 
arriving at conclusions, No suggestion 
had been made that that Committee 
did not behave properly, that they 
had exceeded their duty, or that they 
had wrested justice in any manner. 
The House was asked on the ipse 
dicit of two hon. Members, who could 
not possibly have had the advantages 
afforded to the Committee who heard 
evidence for five days, to reverse the 
decision of the Committee. And what 
was the ground? The sole question was 
whether the gas company should be at 
liberty to obtain sufficient ground to 
fulfil duties imposed on them by Parlia- 
ment. It was a question of site. It 
was admitted on both sides that they 
must have extra accommodation. They 
must get it somewhere. A gas company 
having no compulsory powers could not 
force the expropriation of ground for gas 
works. They had to make an agreement 
with somebody willing to sell. The investi 
gations made two years ago by the Board 
of Trade through its very competent 
officer, Sir Alfred Bateman, showed that 
the site then proposed was not suitable 
and they advised its rejection. The 
gas company took twelve months to 
consider the matter, and _ consulted 
professional and expert men whose 
competency was not denied. They were 
produced before the Committee, and they 
gave evidence on oath. The only place 
they could find after twelve months 
exploration of the neighbourhood was 
the particular site scheduled in the Bill. 
They brought it before a Committee of the 
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House, and the Board of Trade, having 
had an opportunity of examining the pro- 
posal, did not oppose it. The Committee 
had the advantage of knowing what the 
Board of Trade thought, and they passed 
the Bill. The dictum of Sir Alfred Bate- 
man, which had been quoted, that he did 
not believe that the ditticulty of obtaining 
a site near the railwav was insuperable, 
had been met by this Bill, for the 
site was near the railway, and it was 
the only one, it must be presumed, 
which the ga8 company could obtain. As 
to its being in the village of Goring, it 
was nothing of the kind. It was a quarter 
of a milo off at least. It was admitted by 
the mover to be 400 yards off. He 
believed it was a great deal more from 
the village. Even the hon. Member 
admitted that the company must have 
further accommodation for fulfilling its 
Parliamentary duties to the public in the 
locality. The hon. Member had said 
that the House had to ask itself the 
question whether there was no other site 
available. Was it to be supposed that 
the Committee did not go into that 
question ? As a matter of fact it certainly 
was inquired into by the Committee. 
The arguments of the opponents cf the 
Bill was that there were other sites 
which could be obtained, but they were 
not successful in getting the members of 
the Committee to accept that view. The 
Committee decided unanimously in favour 
of this particular site, and gave the neces- 
sary powers. This was one of the forms 
of devolution by which the House worked 
through its Committees. It had been ex- 
ercised for very many years with great 
advantage to the House, relieving it of the 
necessity of going into discussions like the 
present. He asked the House seriously 
to say that this Motion, if brought before 
a court of law in the form of an appeal, 
would be called a sham appeal, for the 
evidence had not been laid before the 
House. Although the Bill was five days 
before the Committee, not a scrap of 
evidence had been adduced to show why 
their decision should be reversed. It 
would be a travesty of anything that 
could be called justice to set aside the 
decision, and he asked the House to 
reject the Motion. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said that as Chairman of 
the Committee. he might be permitted to 
edd a few words to what had been so 
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well said by the last two speakers. It 
might seem discourteous on his part if he 
did not say a few words on behalf of the 
the Committee that considered the Bill. 
He did not think he would care to object 
to everything that was said by the hon. 
Member for Brighton and the noble Lord 
the Member for the Horsham Division. 
It had been asked what was the opinion 
of the whole corporation. The’ whole 
corporation passed a resolution on 
the subject the effect of which he 
could not at the moment say, but he 
thought it was not to oppose the Bill. At 
least it left them to infer that the cor- 
poration would not oppo:e the Bill. The 
only other new point he heard from the 
hon. Member was that land would 
be largely depreciated in value. He 
thought the hon. Member had a very ex- 
aggerated view of the enormities of the 
Bill. He admitted that the strength of 
the case of his hon. friend was very great, 
and that it was pressed on their notice 
by able counsel and able witnesses. 
But he would state one or two of the 
reasons which weighed with the Com- 
mittee in coming to their decision. 
This was the third attempt of the 
gas company to obtain a larger site ; it 
had been generally admitted that 
something must be done, and that there 
was no room for extension of the works 
on the present site. Reference had been 
made to the inquiry made by the Board 
of Trade into the application of the gas 
company for leave to enlarge their 
premises, and to the objection taken by 
the people whose houses were close to the 
gas works. But the gas works had been 
there for seventy years, and the people 
had come to the neighbourhood with the 
full knowledge that they were there. 
His hon. friend urged that when they 
came to a new area with such works as 
gas works, all the objections that might 
be made against them should be taken 
into account. He did not think that the 
Committee could have asked the gas 
company to go further away for a site 
for their new works. The gas company 
ought not to be regarded as a nuisance, 
since it supplied a public demand. The 
public wanted gas, and more gas. The 
noble Lord had said that there were other 
available sites, but he could not find them, 
and every oppurtunity was given by 
the Committee to the witnesses to suggest 
a suitable site. Mr. Stevensen was asked 
if there was not an available site, and he 
Mir. Alfred Hutton. 
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put his finger on the map and said, 
“that site is perfectly suitable from every 
point of view.” But when he was asked 
if he had inspected it, it turned out that 
he had only seen it from a railway train, 


Viscount TURNOUR said that that 
might be the case, but did the hon. 
Gentleman allege that there was no other 
site that the company could obtain with- 
in seven miles? What was the objection 
to this particular site ? 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that it 
was not for him to go over all the 
evidence again. His recollection was 
that the site was open to the 
objection of having beneath it running 
sand. The Committee considered very 
carefully all the objections of the 
opponents of the Bill, but were forced 
to the conclusion that they ought not to 
reject it. 


Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing) 
thought the evidence was conclusive 
that the Bill should be read a third time. 
Some people seemed to object to gas 
works as much as to a small-pox hospital, 
but he thought that of two evils the 
lesser should be chosen. After all, if 
Worthing desired to have a_ further 
supply of gas, it ought to have it. The 
Committee upstairs considered the Bill 
for five days; they had the assistance 
of counsel in examining and cross-ex- 
amining the witnesses, and they came to 
the conclusion that there was no 
alternative but to pass the Bill. The 
House ought to be very slow after that 
long investigation to reverse the decision 
at which the Committee arrived. 


Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. Emmott) thought the House pretty 
well realised the facts of the situa- 
tion. The Worthing Gas Company was 
prevented from extending its works in 
the neighbourhood of its present site after 
an inquiry by the Board of Trade. The 
company tried for other sites, and that 
selected was the only one which the Com- 
mittee (a very strong one, presided 
over by the hon. Member for Morley), 
decided was the best alternative 
site available to the gas company. A 
good deal had been said about the 
nuisance of gas works, but the Committee 
had put in a clause to provide for 
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the planting of trees round the works. 
It was found that only four houses 
were within 300 yards of the works. 
In the Report of the last day’s proceedings 
there was a statement of the Chairman’s 
which read as follows— 


am 


he real question is the alternative site 
which I have been hammering at all along.” 


He read that to show the great care 
with which the Committee considered 
the question of the alternative site, and 
he would remind the House that it 
was no part of the duty of a Com- 
mittee to consider the question of 
alternative sites. Their real duty was 


to deal with the business before them, | 


which was the proposal contained in the 
Bill. They were, therefore, undertaking 
a work of supererogation in dealing 
with the question of alternative sites. 
Might he say one word about the result 
which would be entailed by upsetting 
the decision of this Committee? It 
would stop the increase of works and stop 
the increased supply of gas, which he 
understood was badly wanted. But it 
would have a very much more serious 
elfect than that. It would have a very 
serious and undesirable effect upon 
members of the Committee who sat for 
five days and considered the matter with 
great care. It would also have a very 
serious effect upon other Members of the 
House sitting on Private Bill Committees 
if they were encouraged, as they would be 
encouraged by an adverse decision in this 
matter, rather to reject a Bill than to 
pass one which contained any novel or 
unusual solution of the question submitted 
to them. He thought the Private Bill 
Committee work of the House was a 
matter of which the House had always 
been proud, and might reasonably still 
he very proud, and it would be a very, 
very serious matter to interfere with 
it by upsetting a decision come to after 
a long and careful inquiry. He made 
no complaint of the matter being brought 
before the House. The decision was 
an unusual one, but it was unusual because 
the case was unusual. With regard to 
the question of precedents, to which the 
Houserightly and naturally attached great 
importance, he did not know that there 
was a precedent on all fours with this 
case. All the other cases which had 
been mentioned as being similar were 
cases in which the Bills had been re- 
jected in Committee. There was abso- 
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lutely no precedent for a Bill which 
had been passed by the Committee, like 
this Bill, being rejected by the House 
on a purely Committee point. There- 
fore he thought the precedents might 
be used not only by those who op- 
posed the Bill but by those who were 
seeking to support the finding of the Com- 
mittee. Under these circumstances he 
asked the House to think twice and 
even thrice before it supported an 
Amendment of this character which 
would inevitably destroy a Bill over which 
a great deal of time had been spent and 
to which the Committee had given a 
great deal of attention. 


Lorp EDMUND TALBOT (Sussex, 
Chichester) begged to say, in self defence, 
that he had no interest direct or indirect 
in this question. He was only interested 
in it in his capacity as Member for -a 
neighbouring division to that in which it 
was proposed to erect these works. He 
had the warmest sympathy with the hon. 
Member for Brighton, and so far as he had 
heard no one in the debate had yet met 
the challenge which he threw out in regard 
to precedents. The Chairman of Ways 
and Means had admitted that there was no 
precedent so far as he knew for the 
actual course taken by this Committee, 
but he went on to say, as he understood 
him, that there would be no precedent for 
the House going against the Committee 
in regard to a Bill of this character. He 
was not going now to take up the time 
of the House by entering into a discus- 
sion of the points which had already 
been raised, but what he suggested to 
the House was that if they adopted the 
decision that the Committee had come to 
they were laying down, as he understood, 
for the first time a precedent, and that 
precedent was nothing more than this, 
that a private company was to have the 
right against the wish of the district con- 
cerned to “dump” its works down in a 
locality which was not to benefit from the 
existence of those works. If they dd 
that they would be taking a strong step 
and one which ought not to be taken 
without further consideration. He should 
certainly support the Motion ef the hon. 
Member for Brighton. 


Sir F, BANBURY (City of London) 
said he thoroughly agreed with the 
remarks which had been made by the 
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Chairman of Ways and Means. The} Question again proposed, “That the 


House had set up a system of Private 
Bill Committees under which this Commit- 
tee sat for many days and listened to the 
evidence and to the arguments of counsel, 
and if they were to attempt to revise the 
decisions which had been come to after all 
that labour, he thought they might as well 
at once do away with Private Bill Com- 
mittees and attempt to settle all such 
matters in the House itself. He knew 
nothing about the merits of the points 
in question, but he submitted that it 
would be a bad day for the House if on 
small or shallow grounds they were to 
reject the decision come to by a 
Private Bill Committee. He understood, 
and if it was the fact it would influence 
his vote, that if the inhabitants of the 
neighbourhood could prove that the gas 
company’s undertaking as it was estab- 
lished constituted a nuisance they had a 
legal remedy. Under these circumstances, 
a Committee of the House having sat 
for five days, heard the evidence, and 
decided the matter, he should certainly 
vote for the Bill and against the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. RIDSDALE said that in view of 
the remarks of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means he would ask leave to with- 
draw his Amendment, hoping — that 
further evidence might be produced by 
the opposers elsewhere which would 
result in a different decision. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 


ska 


Postponed Proceeding on Amendment 
to Question |29th April], “ That the Bill 
be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 
To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the 


end of the Question, in order to add the words, | 
‘this House welcomes State action to promote | 
small holdings; but, supporting the principle | 


of responsible ownership in land, it believes 


that the Government policy should be based | 


on purehase, aud deprecates the extension of 
an extreme form of divided ownership to 


districts beyond those crofter areas where the | 
oceupier provides equipment.’ ”—(Mr. Mrnro 


| The right hon. Member for South Dublin 


Ferguson. )—resumed. 
Sir F. Banbury. 


words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


*Mr WEIR (Ross and Cromart, ), in 
supporting the Bill, said he wished to 
criticise some of the remarks of the hon. 


Member for Glasgow and Aberdeen 
r+ o,¢ r © 1 
Universities. The hon. Gentleman had 


gone a very long way back, but in the 
course of his speech about the develop- 
ment of towns and the depopulation of 
the Highland districts he had omitted to 
allude to the brutal evictions which had 
taken place prior to the passing of the 
Crofters Act, and which to a large extent 
had caused the decrease of people in 
those districts. Men were taken by 
hundreds and sent off to Nova Scotia 
like sheep. Let him and others who 
wish to make themselves acquainted with 
the character of the evictions about the 
middle of the last century read Mac- 
kenzie’s Highland Clearances. The hon. 
Member did not tell them the details 
of the scheme by which he desired to 
stimulate interest in country life, and 
did not see how that was to be done 
except under some system of purchase 
and not by a Land Court such as 
was set up under the Bill. Surely 
anyone who wished to stimulate the 
development of the country would 
prefer the system proposed by the 
Bill rather than to leave matters under 
the control of the landlord. The hon. 
Gentleman had referred to the bond 
of union between the people and their 
landlords, but he had traced the history 
of men whose forefathers had been for 
two or three hundred years on the croft 
and to whom the usual forty days 
notice was given by the landlord or 
factor to clear out. The difficulty of 
borrowing money on land had _ been 
alluded to, and he had no doubt there 
would be difficulty at this moment. 
The hon. Gentleman had _ referred to 
the Bill as if the proposal was 
something absolutely new, whereas for 
twenty years they had had experience of 
the working of the Crofters’ Act. Yet 
the hon. Member talked about. this 
socialistic method of bringing about a 
change and said its result would be 
disastrous. Under the Crofter’s Com- 
mission they had arrived at a better 
state of things than prevailed before in 
regard to the position of the crofter. 
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had referred to the present definition of 
ownership, and mentioned a number 
of societies, among others the Highland 
Society, which were opposed to the Bill. 
That was purely a landlord society. A 
man like himself would not be allowed to 
belong to it. Yet that was the society 
that the right hon. Gentleman instanced 
as being opposed to the Bill. So far as 
the Amendment was concerned he did 
not believe there were more than two 
Members, the mover and the seconder, on 
the Liberal side of the House who would 
support it. He was surprised to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman say that the 


landlord should have the right to make | 
the best use he could of his land. The | 


landlord had tried that a good many 
years before the Crofters Act came into 
torce. Under the benign landlord rule, 
evictions were carried out wholesale, 
tenants were rack-rented to such an 
extent that they were unable to pay 
the rent, and the Government of the 
Party to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man belonged sent down gun-boats and 
Marines to the Highlands to shoot down 
the people who could not pay impossible 
rents and rates. For many years he had 
appealed to the Party opposite to do 
something for the Highland people, 
without success, and now the right 
hon. Gentleman told the House that 
the landlord should have the right 
to make the be-t use he could of the 
land, which meant evicting the tenants 
and turning the holdings into deer 
forests. W hy should such eare be taken 
of the welfare of the landlord? A man 
whose property consisted of stocks and 
shares had not this care taken of his 
interests. Bills which seriously affected 
them were brought into the House and 
passed, but there was this everlasting 
anxiety for the interests of the landlord, 
that he should be protected and cared 
for. ‘Thus the proposal of the Conserva- 
tive Party that the landlords should 
be bought out. If that was desirable 
they might be bought out at a later 
stage. That was a matter which could 
at any time be considered. It had 
been said that the Land Court would 
fail. He did not believe it. It had 
not failed in the case of the Crofters 
Commission which had been running for 
twenty-one years. It was further said 
that if it failed the landlord would be 
impoverished. On the contrary, if any 
of these holdings were vacated the land- 
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lord would be left a good deal better off 
than before. The land would be better 
tilled and cared for than before the man 
was settled on the holding under this 
Bill. When he went to the Highlands 
he marvelled at the number of new 
houses, not built by the landlords, but by 
the people themselves. Was not the land- 
lord better off in that respect ? In the 
Island of Lewis alone there had been 
nearly £50,000 worth of improvements 
made entirely through the energy and 
thrift of the people themselves. The 
right hon. Gentleman said “trust the 
landlords.” The people in the Highlands 
for a good many years had weighed the 
landlords in the balance, and found them 
wanting. The right hon. Gentleman said 
“trust the good landlords.” They might 
trust the good landlords ; it was the bad 
ones that cou'd not be trusted ; the men 
who had blasted and blighted so many 
homes in the Highlands of Scotland. 
He would not trust any of them, and he 
was glad to see the Government were 
moving, if not entirely in the way he 
would like, at least in the right diree- 
tion. He had pointed out that fixity 
of tenure would encourage men to make 
their homes in every way better. Let 
the lowlands of Scotland have tie benefit 
of the Act, but it should not be given 
to them at the expense of the Hizhlands. 
It was because Members of the Govern- 
ment did not understand the Highland 
question that he wished them to go 
to the Highlands and see the condition 
of things “for themselves. [ OPPOSITION 
cheers.| It was a]! very well for hon. 
Members oppositry to cheer, but their 
Party was infinitery worse in that respect. 
He foresaw that the Highlands under 
this Bill were going to lose in order that 
the lowlands might hevefit. He wished 
for the Bill, but there should be special 
clausos for the Highlands separate and 
apart from those for the lowlands. The 
Government had, however, climbed down 
at the bidding of the landlords. Last 
year’s Bill was more generous, and he 
would like to know why the Government 
this year had departed from the policy 
they adopted last year. He was sorry 
that they had not stuck to their guns. 
The hon. Gentleman, the Solicitor-General 
for Scotland referring to the financial pro- 
visions of the Bill said, “ Ye maun creep 
before ye gang.” He quite agreed, but 


they should see that they had the strength 
of limb with which to eree p. 
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there was no strength in the Bill even to 
creep. What could be done with £65,000 
for the whole of Scotland? He hoped 
that the Secretary for Scotland would 
put his foot down and keep it down until 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stumped up sufficient money for Scot- 
land’s needs. They could always get 
money for England. ‘The other day the 
Secretary for War in the jauntiest, 
lightest, and sprightliest manner said he 
would give £150,000 more for the Volun- 
teers. Why did not the Secretary for 
Scotland do better than he did with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. The hon. 
Members for Leith Burghs had pleaded 
for afforestation? Nobody wanted to 
prevent the landlords from planting trees 
on their land, but the landlords wanted the 
Government to provide the money. 
There was nothing to prevent landlords 
planting trees if they wanted them, 
but they could not expect the British 


tax-payer to do everything. As to 
the status of farm servants, he held 


that they would have a better status if 
they had their own holdings—like the 
crofters, who prior to the Crofters Act 
were often timid and afraid when they 
saw the factor approaching; now they 
were fearless and independent of both 
landlord and factor, so long as they paid 
the rent fixed by the Land Court. In 
like manner farm servants when in 
possession of small holdings would im- 
prove their status, till they, too, would 
be independent. The hon. Member had 
said they should wait for the English 
Bill. No; they had waited long enough, 
indeed far too long; and they wanted 
this Bill to go into Committee without 
delay. The factors were now at work 
carrying out evictions before this Bill 
passed into law. Objection was also 
taken to the Central Authority, and it 
was snggested that these matters 
should be settled by the local authori- 
ties. But his experience was that the 
people were too poor to leave their homes 
for three or four days in order to attend 
county council meetings ; moreover they 
could not afford the time. He preferred 
the Central Authority. He looked at the 
work of the Crofters Commission, and he 
was satisfied that if the Land Court did 
its work as well it would be a perfect 
god-send to the small landholder. If the 
right men were chosen for the Land 
Court the scheme would work all right ; if 
they got the wrong men, then the whole 


Mr. Weir. 
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business would be an utter failure. Let 
them get the right men, good, straight. 
forward, honest, and experienced men, 
who would hold the balance evenly 
between landlord and tenant, and then 
he believed the Land Court would be 
in no way exotic, as his hon. friend had 
said. He was glad that compulsory 
powers were to be taken, and that 
a Land Court would be established which, 
like the Crofters Commissioners, would 
hold the balance fairly between landlord 
and tenant. A good many Amendments 
to the Bill would have to be introduced , 


(Scotland) Bill. 


and carried before it could meet the 
requirements of the Highlands. What 


had Scotland to do with an English 
Bill? England was the predominant 
pariner, and she could take care 
of herself. Some attempt should be 
made to deal with the case of persons 
living around boroughs. Then it was 
asked, why restrict the rental to £50 4 
The answer was that to introduce into 
the Bili large farmers who had rents 
over £50 and some up to £1,000 and 
£2,000 a year, would break the back 
of the Bill. This measure did not set up 
dual ownership; the landlord would 
retain all his rights; the tenant would 
have to pay his rent, or he would he 
cleared out. The landlord would not be 
despoiled of his rent, and under the Bill 
he would get it with greater regularity. 
What more could he want? The land- 
lord wanted territorial power; he 
wanted to look down from the height of 
his castle and say—‘“ These thousands of 
people are mine as well as the broad 
acres.” But all that was of the long ago. 
The day for serfdom had gone by. He had 
been too long in the House to trust any 
Government. When the Bill was intro- 
duced he did not join in the dis- 
cussion, but preferred to wait till he 
had seen, read, and inwardly digested 
it, and he must say that now he had 
seen it he was somewhat disappointed. 
There had been too much _ bubbling 
over with gratitude before any mercies 
had been granted. He _ preferred to 
wait, and show his gratitude when he 
saw what he had to be grateful for. 








| He had expected a measure of a 
more democratic character from the 
Government now in power. He was 


sorry the Government had not stuck to 
their guns. He was disappointed with 
their proposals. Indifference was shown 
| to the conditions in the Highlands, and 
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the people brought the land into cultiva- 
tion from the beg, drained and fenced 


it, and erected the buildings, whereas | 
this was done | 
The Lord-Advocate | 


in the lowlands all 


by the landlords. 
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allowance was not made for the fact that | lords 


| 
| 


went to Inverness last autumn, where | 


he made a brilliant speech on the Small | 


Holders Bill. In that speech he said 


that a claim, backed by the highest | 


skilled advice, had steadily proceeded 
from the crofting districts, and that 
claim ought not, with a powerful Liberal 
Government in power, to be allowed any 
longer to go unheeded. The claim he 
alluded to was that the benefits of the 
Crofters Act should be extended forth- 
with to the leaseholders. 
Lord-Advocate said— 
“What is the situation? You have men 
holding land side by side under the same 
climatic and other conditions, under the same 
landlord, with the same hardships, the same 
set of circumstances, where the improvements 


In 1899 the. 


en the holding have been similarly made by | 


thetenant. One of these tenants has conferred 
upon him fair rent, fixity of tenure, and other 
securities; but the other tenant, the lease- 
holder, has none of these advantages.” 


What had the leaseholders done? Why 
had the Government run away from 
their former convictions? Every Liberal 
elector who recalled what had been said 
in past years by the present Lord- 
Advocate, would be painfully surprised 
to find that the benefits of the Bill were 
not to be extended to leaseholders until 
the expiration of their present leases. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Secretary for Scotland would 
consider seriously the advisability of 
going back to the conditions provided 
under the Bill of last year, and not show 
the white feather with such a magnificent 
majority behind them. The leaseholders 
should get the benefit of the Act directly 
it became law. He noticed that the 
new landholders had to be persons with 
sufficient ability to carry on the holding. 
What was meant by ability in this 
case? Why did they not define it! 
He thought it should be more clearly 
expressed, there being at present too 
much ambiguity. Were only those 


who were preferred by the landlord 
to get holdings ? 
a democratic Government to give that 
power of selection. 
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Had not the land- | 


He did not expect, 








(Scotland) Bill. 622 


“bossed” long enough? He 
knew many cases where people had 
suffered on account of their political 
opinions. They should prevent any 
landlord saying that he would not 
have a certain man simply because he 
had expressed opinions of which he did 
not approve. He did not expect a 
democratic Government to truckle to 
the landlords in the way proposed. 
Clause 7 provided that, except by agree- 
ment anew holder should not be regis- 
tered — 


“ (a) In respect of any land being or formin 
part of a farm not exceeding 150 acres occupiec 
by a person who has no interest in any other 
farm ; or (4) in respect of any land being or 
forming part of a farm occupied subject to a 
lease which was in force at Whitsunday, 
nineteen hundred and six, so long as the lease 
remains in furce.” 


Why not make land which was under 
lease at once available for new holdings 
and the enlargement of holdings? If hon, 
and right hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury 
bench were cognisant of the state of 
matters in the Hebrides and the western 
parts of the mainland, they would never 
insert such clauses as the foregoing. 
A man who had a £50 holding was 
a prince among men who had holdings 
rented at £4 or £5 a year. He 
did not complain of that provision so 
far as the south of Scotland was con- 
cerned, but they could not afford to apply 
it in the Hebrides. It would shut out a 
large number of people in the  sur- 


rounding districts who wanted land. 
The limit should not be more than 


£30 in congested areas. He would 
like to know what power was to be given 
to acquire land now devoted to deer 
forests and grazing. The Bill was ex- 
tremely vague on that point. So far as 
he could see it would be competent for 
the Land Court to say that these lands 
were not available. There was no pro- 
vision in the Bill which would prevent 
the extension of deer forests. Every 
highlander expected the Government to 
stop the extension of deer forests, 
Would they give power to the Land 
Court to prevent such extension? He 
should like to know what was going to 
happen in the case of a deer forest with a 
farm attached to it under lease. If 
a landlord let a deer forest with a farm 


Y 
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attached to it on lease, apparently the 
Land Court could not under this Bill 
touch an acre of the deer forest. There 
were now 3,000,000 acres of land used 
as deer forests in the Highland crofting 
counties alone, and it was high time that 
this extension of deer forests. should 
stop. If not stopped by a Liberal 
Government, it would never be stopped 
by a Tory Government. He hoped 
the Government would see that deer 
forests were broken up to provide 
land for the people. In some parts 
of the Highlands the glebe lands 
were really large farms. That was 
unfair to people in congested areas. 
These glebe lands were excluded from the 
scope of the Bill. He did not object to 
a minister having a fair share of land, 
but if he wanted to be a farmer let him 
go and be a farmer. If he remained a 
minister let him attend to the spiritual 
welfare of the people. He was glad 
powers were given under the Bill to erect 
dwelling houses in the congested districts. 
But how were they they to do that with 
£35,000? In the Island of Lewis there 
were hundreds of the most insanitary 
houses on the face of the earth. That was 
denied by the local authorities in the dis- 
tricts, but it was a fact, and he invited hon, 
Gentlemen to go and see the houses for 
themselves, or read the report of Dr. 
Dittmar, the medical inspector for the 
Local Government Board for Scotland. 
Under the Bill eight Commissioners 
would be appointed, and why were the 
salaries of the five Land Court Commis- 
sioners stated, and nothing fixed in 
regard to the salaries of the Agricultural 
Commissioners! Were they to receive 
£500 or £1,000 a year? Then out of the 
eight Gentlemen, only one was required to 
understand Gaelic. There ought to be at 
least two Gaelic-speaking Commissioners. 
Was the Chairman of the Land Court to 
be a lawyer, or some fossil brought in 
from some other Department? What 
yas wanted was a man like Sheriff Brand, 
who was Chairman of the Crofters Com- 
mission for twenty years. Every Liberal 


elector who recalled what had been said | 


Mr. Weir. 
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in past years by the present Lord- 
Advocate would be painfully surprised 
to find that the benefits of the Bill were 
not to be extended to leaseholders until 
the expiration of their leases. The 
Secretary for Scotland had assured him 
that provis‘on would be made in the Bill 
for the fencing of deer forests, so that 
crofters, crops might be protected from 
deer, but nothing had been done. 
[Laughter.] It was all very well for the 
Solicitor-General for Scotland to laugh ; 
but this was a very serious matter for the 
poor crofter. He wanted to know why the 
promises many times made had not been 
fulfilled in drafting the Bill. When 
right hon. and hon, Gentlemen on the 
Treasury Bench sat on the other side of 
the House they agreed with him, and 
said they were going to do wonders 
when they got into power. He would 
do the best he could in Committee to 
improve the Bill. Most of the highland 
Members knew that what he proposed to 
do was right. He was an enthusiastic 
supporter of the’ Governnient, and he 
wanted them todo what was right, and not 
to jib. Unfortunately, they did not know 
the Hebrides and the general needs of 
the Highlands. It was not pleasant to 
talk against one’s own Party, but he was 
going to vote for the Bill, and he 
hoped that right hon. Gentlemen would 
not forget their promises and pledges. 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
that like several Members on the other 
side of the House who preceded him the 
hon. Member who had just sat down had 
delivered his soul to the effect that he 
did not like the Bill, but like a good 
sound Liberal intended to vote for it. 
He thought it was rather a remarkable 
fact that of all the hon. Members who 
had spoken from the benches opposite 
there was not a single one who advo- 
cated the whole of the Bill. One of 
the principal points in the speeches 
had been a desire to arrest depopulation 
in rural districts, and if this Bill had been 
a well-considered scheme, calculated to 
retain upon the soil a larger population, 
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it would have found a wide measure of 
support from the Unionist Party. A 
Return had been issued a few days 
ago relating to small holdings in 
Scotland. It would be found from 
that Return that 70 per cent. of the 
farms in Scotland were under £50, rental 
and that out of 89,000 occupiers 62,000 
were under this figure of rental. Was 
there any reason in face of these facts why 
the Prime Minister should say that the 
claim for small holdings had been met by a 
“blank denial” ? On the contrary, the 
landlords had recognised their duty, and 
had been able to meet the necessities of 
the case by providing small holdings. 
The Government now proposed to apply 
the Crofters Acts to the whole of 
Scotland. The Government appeared to 
go back to the principle in force in 
ancient days, and to provide the same 
remedy for all diseases. Bleeding was 
the universal remedy in old days for 
all diseases whether a man was suffer- 
ing from a plethora of blood or from 
anemia; and it seemed to him that 
the Government said to themselves 
whenever they saw a landlord, “ Let 
us bleed him.” That was the sole 
policy they had to bring forward for 
the welfare of the agricultural classes, 
regardless of the essential difference that 
existed between the Highlands and the 
Lowlands in regard to the tenure of land. 
In the Highlands the crofters were liable 
to be dispossessed at forty days notice 
and had no security of tenure, and to 
apply the same kind of remedial legisla- 
tion to other parts of Scotland where the 
leasehold system gave absolute security 
during the currency of the lease and 
the Agricultural Holdings Act gave 
compensation for unexhausted improve- 
ments at the expiry of the lease, was 
absurd. The Secretary for Scotland 
commenced his speech by saying that 
there were two alternatives which might 
be adopted by the Government. One 
was the system of purchase, which was 
a perfectly fair one to be adopted by 
any Government, because then they 
would experiment at their own cost and 
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their own risk. The right hon. Gentle- 
man rejected that idea on the ground 
that it would be too costly. He 
said he preferred on the contrary 
the condition which he called fixity 
of tenure, which was a form, “more or 
less, of dual ownership.” The right hon. 
Gentleman saw no “ injustice in establish- 
ing such a system in Scotland where the 
landlords made all the improvements.” 
The right hon. Gentleman said the 
landlord would have under the system 
proposed a better security for his rent. 


| But was that the only tie between land- 


lord and tenant? What about good 
feeling? Was the landlord to have no 
power of choosing between a good and a 
bad tenant? Was there no possibility 
that there might be a tenant whose 
character was such that it might not be 
desirable to associate him with an estate ? 
Was that not a privilege which a fair 
and right-minded landlord was entitled to 
exercise ? The landlord was acquainted 
with the circumstances of the district and 
the private character of every individual 
who might be an applicant for a tenancy. 
Yet the matter was to be decided by 
the Agricultural Commission, strangers to 
the locality and without that knowledge 
of the private character of applicants for 
tenancies which the landlord possessed, 
though it was of vital importance to the 
landlord that his tenants should be men 
of good character. When the Prime 
Minister was challenged to produce 
evidence of his statement that the 
demand for land had been met by 
a blank denial he referred to a 
Report of 1895. There was a Report, 
dated last year only, which put a very 
different complexion on the case, a 
Report of the Board of Agriculture on 
the decline of the agricultural population. 
If they took almost any county in Scut- 
land they would find that the Report of 
the Board of Agriculture gave the reason 
for the decline of the population. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said, that if the hon. Gentleman referred 
to him, he might say that he was referring 
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to England much more than to Scotland, 
speaking, as he did, in London. But he 
was very much mistaken if the very 
Report mentioned by the hon. Gentleman 
did not amply bear out the statements 
he had made. He had not examined 
it himself very closely since this little con- 
troversy began, but he believed that it 
would bear out everything he had said. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said that, if time 
had allowed, he would have read the 
Report of the Commissioners. In the | 
majority of cases the general tenor 
of the Report was contrary to the expres- 
sion used by the Prime Minister that 
there was a “demand which was met by 





| 
| 
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blank denial.” On the contrary, the 
falling off in small holdings in Scotland 
was due to low prices, to the employment 
of labour-saving machinery, and to all 


those economic causes with which 
every hor. Member was familiar. These 
did not in any way bear out the 





views put forward by the right hon. 
Gentleman. As to the demand for small 
holdings, the returns showed that there 
was a great decline. In the debates last 
year the hon. Gentleman who represented 
the Board of Agriculture, and who was not 
now present, spoke of the hard-headed 
Scotsmen whose opinion carried so much 
weight with the Government. Well, 
these hard-headed Scotsmen had _ held 
another meeting of the Chamber of Agri- 
culture in Edinburgh, in the last few 
days, and they had before them the Bill 
promoted by His Majesty’s Government. 
That conference of the Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture, which claimed to represent 
18,000 of the tenant-farmers in Scotland, 
was presided over by the hon. Member 
for Argyllshire, so that at any rate 
that body could not be accused of being 
unduly Conservative, seeing that it was 
presided over by so good a Liberal. The 
conference gave a long consideration to 
the Bill, and passed a resolution to the 
effect that the conference disapproved of 
the Bill in respect of its not being cal- 
culated to attain its object, and that it 
would create a state of unsettlement 
between owners and tenants. 
Sir I. Campbell-Bannerman. 








of the House. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said. 
that as the hon. Gentleman had referred to 
him personally he hoped that he might be: 
allowed to explain. The Chamber was am 
entirely non-political body, and as he hap- 
pened to be president for the year, he took 
the chair at the conference. The confer- 
ence by its resolution expressed itself 
thoroughly in favour of small holdings, 
but only regretted that the machinery 
provided by the Bill did not, in their 
judgment, carry out its object. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation is exceed- 


ing the limits of a personal one. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said the last thing: 


he would have suggested was that the 


Chamber of Agriculture was entirely 
associated with one Party, and the 
remarks of the hon. Member clearly went 
to prove that the Chamber was composed 
of both Parties ; and, therefore, the reso- 
lution of that body had clearly its weight 
multiplied three-fold by the explanation 
of the hon. Member who presided. The 
right hon. Gentleman, the Lord Advocate, 
had found fault, in his speech on the 
First Reading of the Bill, with evictions ; 
he desired that this Bill should be intro- 
duced in order to do away with what he 
called the “arbitrary power of eviction.” 
He supposed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man, when he came to speak, would give 
some instances of a general character, and 
not confined to individual instances, as to 
any wholesale evictions which had recently 
taken place. 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


IRISH TOBACCO BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Adjourned at six minutes after 
Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 





Tuesday, 30th April, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The LorD CHANCELLOR aquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with : 

- Richmond (Surrey) Electricity Supply. 
was ordered to lie on the 


{The same 
§ Table. 
2 
Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) 


y the 


Bill [H#.L]. The King’s consent signi- 
: fied; and Bill reported from the Select 
: Committee, with Amendments. 


4, 


om 2 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and 
Lowestoft Water anl Gas Bill [H.L.]. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


revist 


Kendal Corporation Bill [H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


Speech indicates 


a 


London Government Scheme (South- 
wark Borough Market) Bill. Reported 
without Amendment, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House To- 
morrow. 


Falmouth Gas Bill; Gas Companies 
(Removal of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill ; 
Basingstoke Gas Bill. Reported without 


at the commencement of 


Amendment. 

~ Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
= Sewerage Board Bill [H.L.]; Mitcham 
sand Wimbledon District Gas Bill; 
~ Metropolitan Railway (Pension Fund) 
~ Bill [w.L.]; United Methodist Church 
\ Bill [.1.). Reported, with Amend- 
ments, 


Selsey Water and Gas Bill [H.L.], now 
Selsey Water Bill |H.L.]. Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Southend Water Bill (H.L.]. Read 3* 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


York (Micklegate) Strays Bill [H...]. 
Standing Order No. 92, considered 


(according to order), and dispensed with, 
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with respect to a Petition of the Freeman 
of the City of York; leave given to 
present the said Petition. 


London and North-Western Railway 
(Superannuation Fund) Bill; North East 
London Railway Bill; Port Talbot Rail- 
way and Docks Bill; South-Eastern 
and London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
ways Bill. Brought from the Commons, 
read 14, and referred to the Examiners. 


Glasgow Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Ren- 
frewshire Upper District (Eastwood and 
Mearns) Water Bill [H.L.]. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donoughmore) be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Lord Clinton; read, and 
agreed to. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1.) Bill {H.1.], (No. 41). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Dorking Water, Freshwater 
Gas, New Tredegar Gas and Water, 
Skegness Gas, and Woking District Gas ; 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [u.u.], (No. 42). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Herts and Essex Water, Mid- 
Kent and Twyford (Berks) Gas ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill [H.L.] (No. 43). A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to the rural district of Cork ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3.) Bill [H.L.], (No. 44). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to Castleford, Egham, Formby, Grimsby 
(Extension), Liversedge, Maldens and 
Coombe, Mansfield (Extension to Mans- 
field Woodhouse), Paignton, Selby and 
Stoke-upon-Trent (Extension) : And 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 4) Bill [H.1.], (No. 45). A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
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Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, the Electric 
Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, and the 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, 
relating to the Burgh of Arbroath ; 

Were presented by the Lord Granard | 
(EZ. Granard), Read 14; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Municipal 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1907. 
Précis of Proceedings of the Colonial | 

Conference, 15th to 26th April, 1907. 


LOAN FUND BOARD OF IRELAND. 
Sixty-ninth Annual Report, 1906. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 
1888. 

Report by the Board of Trade in 
accordance with Section 24, Subsection 
(4) of the above Act, on the schedule of 
maximum tolls and charges to be made 
applicable to the New Junction Canal, 
authorised by the Aire and Calder and 
River Dun Navigations Junction Canal 
Act, 1891. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE (ACCOUNTS). 

Accounts showing the sums received 
and expended for the purposes of the 
Metropolitan Police and Police Pension 
Funds between the Ist April, 1906, and 
the 3lst March, 1907. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


IRISH TOBACCO BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, read 1*, 
and to be printed. (No. 46.) 


DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS AND 
BILL [H.1.}. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 
MUNICIPAL REPRESENTATION BILL 

[H.L. }. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Second 

Reading read. 


{LORDS} 


PESTS | 
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*Lorp COURTNEY or PENWITH: 
My Lords, I have, in the first place, to 
express my regret that this Bill should 
| have appeared several times on your 

| Lordships’ Notice Paper and have been 
put off from one day to another. It will 
| be needless to explain the causes of these 
several delays. I only hope that none of 
| your Lordships have suffered any incon- 
| venience in consequence. the Bill itself 
is in its scheme a very narrow, I might 
almost say a small, Bill, although I 
| believe it is fraught with cons siderable 
| consequences. 
| 
| 


The plan of the Bill is to enable the 
| councils of municipalities in England and 
| Wales and of boroughs in London to be 

| elected, if so desired by the different 
municipalities and boroughs, according to 
ithe principle of proportional representa- 
| tion, so that the governing body of the 
| municipality or borough should contain 
| within itself representatives of the differ- 
| ent elements in the life of the district in 
| proportion to their respective strength. 
| In that way the council would be truly 
| represe ntative of the citizens, not, repre- 
sentative of the majority only, not varica- 
| turing the strength of the majority, but 
| representing, according to the proportion 
of their strength, the different elements 
which make up the civic life of the 
community. 


| 
| 
| 


The Bill is a permissive Bill. Accord- 
ing to processes which are well known 
and which are authorised by many _pre- 
vious Acts of Parliament, it enables a 
municipality or borough to make these 
|changes if certain formalties are 
|followed. Those formalities are, of 
course, matters of detail, and, if neces- 


sary, can be criticised in Committee. 
The only thing to be aimed at is 


| that the change shall not be made with- 
out dne consideration and without a 
decisive opinion in its favour, and these 
guarantees are, I think, secured by the 
|machinery of the Bill. If it is thought 
that the machinery wants strengthening, 
any proposal to increase its strength can 
| be considered. 


I do not think it is necessary that I 
should defend the permissive character of 
this legislation, though I have heard it 
| remarked, in quarters where I should 
have least expected such an observation, 
that the scheme of the Bill, if adopted at 
all, ought to be made universal. Our 
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legislation in relation to civic administra- 
tion, and all that appertains to that 
development of social reform which has 
been so marked a characteristic of our 
municipal life during the last generation, 
has almost always proceeded upon tenta- 
tive lines. Some community has sought 
for powers for itself and obtained them, 
other municipalities have followed, and 
then an Act has been passed enabling all 
municipalities who desired to do so to 
follow on the same lines. In this way 
one branch after another of social reform 
has been pursued. Almost all the great 
bodies of legislation with reference to the 
policing and sanitation of our great 
boroughs has been thus accomplished ; 
and much of educational work has been 
carried through in this way. 


Municipal 


Every year sees new experiments pro- 
moted by municipalities which are very 
keen in the pursuit of their civic life. 
Sanction is obtained in one place, and the 
experiments get copied in other places, 
until at last Parliament, seeing their 
value, makes them universal. The older 
Members of your Lordships’ House 
will remember that the system of county 
police became adopted in the way 
[ have described, county police forces 
being at first permissive forces. There- 
fore, I do not think it is at all necessary 
to press the point that in this Bill we pro- 
pose to enable a municipality which so 
desires it to adopt, instead of the present 
method of electing its council, the method 
contained in the Bill which aims at secur- 
ing on the governing body of the town or 
city proportional representation of all the 
elements of life within that community. 


I think I must say a word before pro- 
ceeding further to explain that in sub- 
mitting for your Lordships’ approval this 
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tion, as well as the movement of the 
community, in which there will be men 
of moral courage and independent charac- 
ter, men who cannot be brought to swear 
to the shibboleths of one or the other 
Party, but still remain valuable members 
of the nation—if we wish to have a Legis- 
lature in the future securing us these 
benefits, we shall have seriously to con- 


Representation Bill. 


sider the adoption of some plan of pro- 


portional representation. 


But I do not wish 
the present subject by entering on 
that consideration. I propose now to 
submit to your Lordships only the 
application of this principle to the 
election of municipal councils, and in 
doing this I am following an example 


to embarrass 


furnished in a remarkable illustration 
elsewhere. I am also acting upon 


grounds of reason which I think would 
recommend themselves to your Lord- 
ships. I have, as I have said, been 
persuaded by a close study of our own 
political history of the necessity of that 
larger change of which I have spoken 
The same conviction has been supported 
by watchful attention to the development 
of Parliamentary government in some of 
the continental states. In Belgium for 
some years past a complete system of 
proportional representation has been 
established in the election of the 
Chambers of its Legislature. The system 


'has worked with extraordinary success 


| country 


in conducting the political life of 
3elgium through the many difficulties 
which beset a country divided as that 
is between men of different 
religions, different races, different national- 
ities, men of the most advanced opinions 
socially, and men who are wedded even 


| now to some of the traditions of feudal 


Bill dealing with local representation and | 
the constitution of local governing bodies | 


Ido not in the least wish to put aside 
that greater idea, of which it may be 
known to some of your Lordships I have 
been for some time an advocate, of ex- 
tending the same principle to our Parlia- 
mentary representation. It is not neces- 
sary to discuss that subject now, and I do 
not propose to diverge intoit ; but I may 
be permitted, perhaps, to say that twenty 
years’ close observation of tbe course of 
publie life in this country has more and 
more convinced me that if we wish to 
have in the future a Legislature which 
will represent the strength and modera- 


aristocracy. But in Belgium this great 
change was adopted four years after a 
similar change had taken place in the 
election of its communal councils, and I 


-am therefore following the example of 


Belgium in submitting to you as a field 
in which the experiment may be tried a 
proposal to adopt proportional repre- 
sentation in the case of municipalities. 
The example of Belgium, I may 
remark in passing, has had a most 
extraordinary influence apparently upon 
opinion in the neighbouring countries 
of Europe. In France there is at thir 
moment under discussion before Com 
mittees of the Chamber of Deputies, 
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two Bills, one for the adoption of 
proportional representation in the elec- 
tion of the Chamber itself and another 
for the adoption of proportional 
representation in the election of the 
councils of the communes of France. 
In Holland a Royal Commission, 
after studying the example of the neigh- 
bouring country, has recommended the 
adoption of proportional representation 
in the reconstitution of the Parliament 
of that country ; and in Sweden at this 
moment there is under discussion a Bill, 
submitted by the Government of that 
country, for the reform and reconstitution 
both of the First and Second Cham- 
bers in accordance with the principle 
of proportional representation. So 
that out of the germ of municipal 
reform which was adopted in Belgium 
some ten years ago, there has been 
developed the larger plan in Belgiun, 
and there is the prospect of its adoption 
in other countries in Europe. 


Now, my Lords, what is it that I wish 
your Lordships to sanction, so far as 
sanction is involved in reading this Bill 
a second time and referring it, as I hope 
your Lordships will, to a Select Com- 
mittee? Let me endeavour to direct 
your attention, first, to what I conceive 
to be the drawbacks of our present 
system of electing municipal councils, 
and the still greater drawbacks which 
attach to the present system of electing 
the borough councils in London, and, 
then to the scheme by which I hope and 
believe these evils can be removed with- 
out any danger of other evils taking their 
place. Your Lordships will be well aware 
that in the constitution of the town 
councils of our provincial municipalities 
the great majority of the boroughs are 
divided into wards. Each ward has 
three, or, it may be, six members on the 
town council, and one-third of those 
members is elected every year. If there 
are three members for the ward, one is 
elected every year, and if there are six 
members two are subject to annual 
election. ‘That scheme was adopted 
when municipal corporations were 
formed some seventy years ago, with 
the idea of securing continuity of 
life within the eouncils of the several 
boroughs, of preventing them passing 
through those shocks of violent change 
which would be involved in a complete 
alteration of the personnel at any election, 


Lord Courtney of Penwith, 





{LORDS} 











636 


and also of preventing, if possible, the 
introduction of political parties and 
political combinations into the reformed 
municipal life. The first object has been 
secured, but the second object has cer- 
tainly not been secured. Your Lordships 
are well aware that, in spite of the aims 
and desires of the reformers who estab- 
lished onr municipal corporations in 1835, 
political motives very largely enter into 
the election of councillors and are some- 
times predominant reasons for choosing 
one set of members instead of another. 


Representation Bill. 


A remarkable instance of the extreme 
length to which political action can be 
carried in directing the elections of 
municipalities was commented upon about 
thirty years ago, when one of our largest 
boroughs, containing from fifty to sixty 
members on its town council, returned 
a council consisting entirely of Liberals 
and Radicals. There was not a single 
Conservative amongst the whole body. 
I thought at the time, though this was 
made an occasion of glory by those who 
had succeeded in securing that result, 
that it was a matter rather to be re- 
garded with shame, because it meant the 
ostracism from the civie life of that 
community of a large number of persons 
who by inheritance, by education, by 
family ties, by personal residence, were 
well qualified to take as they were desirous 
of taking their part in the government of 
their city. 

That was, I admit, an instance of Party 
spirit carried to the extreme. But your 
Lordships are well aware that in too 
many of our boroughs the system 
of electing one-third of the members 
each year has not secured those borough 
councils from the intrusion of Party 
polities. Your Lordships know that 
every autumn, when these elections 
recur, there appears in the newspapers 
the next morning a summary of what has 
happened from the one end of the King- 
dom to the other, and the Unionists are 
said to have gained so many seats in one 
place and the Radicals so many seats in 
another, and the majorities are calculated 
and the political position of the councils 
stated with the utmost exactness. As I 
said before, we have not saved our civic 
governing bodies from the intrusion of 
political elements which are foreign 
to their primary purpose, and which, 
if permitted to intrude as_ they 
have intruded with the strength which 
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they have attained, are derogatory 
to the good action of such governing 
bodies. The machinery has secured a 
certain continuity, but on the other hand, 
it is purchased at a certain loss of 
advantage. 

You are unable by the machinery of 
election to obtain at any time a decisive 
view of what may be the opinion of the 
community on any particular question 
which is then under discussion. 
happens that there is a_ considerable 
question, such as the taking over of 
waterworks, or of gasworks, or the enter- 
ing upon some field of municipal activity, 
or the laying out of a public park, and 
such like matters, on which it is desirable 
to obtain the opinion of the whole com- 
munity; but that opinion cannot be 
obtained by the machinery which is used 
in the election of municipal councils. 
Again, there is this drawback attached to 
the plan, that each borough has to under- 
go the annual worry of a municipal, 
and often a political, election. Parties 
are kept up in a state of unnatural 
activity and alertness, and every year 
there is a strict fight on political issues in 
the election of one-third of the members 
who have to take the place of the out- 
going councillors. 


Municipal 


These are admitted drawbacks in our 
present system, and it has been more than 
a question whether the continuity which 
we have secured is not dearly pur- 


chased at the price of these drawbacks, | 
especially when we consider the extent | 


to which political action has entered into 
the election of municipal councils. Ac- 
cordingly, when county councils came to 
be established in 1888——and they were 
established, as your Lordships 
remember, by reference to the Municipal 
Corporations Act and largely upon the 
scheme of municipal corporations—it was 


decided, after considerable discussion, | 


that instead of annual elections by one- 
third the county councils should be elected 
every three years, and that counties, at 
all events, should be spared the worry and 
trouble of these annual elections. 


county councils, and I only refer to that 
fact as leading up to another. 

As your Lordships know, in the 
original scheme of Lord (then Mr.) 
Ritchie’s Bill, London was not provided 
with a county council at all. That 


council was introduced almost without 
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The | 
present Bill does not deal at all with | 





635 


| discussion. The details of the scheme of 
| London government were arranged in the 
| Lobby, and the scheme was placed in 
ithe Bill without discussion, and by a 
most unfortunate circumstance there was 
applied to the government of London 
machinery which may be appropriate 
| enough in the government of a county of 
‘mixed rural and civic elements, but which 
is quite inappropriate to the government 
of a county like London. 





Representation Bull. 


which I was about to call your Lordships’ 
attention. Following on that Bill there 
came the question of the unification of 
London, and in 1894 a Royal Commission 
was appointed to consider that question. I 
' had the honour of being the Chairman of 
| that Commission, and, with reference to the 
proposed calling into existence of supple- 
'mentary London boroughs, we then 
‘considered the methods of election of 
councils in municipalities and in counties 
‘in order to determine what we should 
recommend should be the method em- 
ployed in electing the councils of the 


| 

| r . . 

| [his leads up to the other question to 
i] 


‘new London boroughs about to be 
‘created. The Members of that Com- 
|mission did not arrive at one con- 


clusion on that point, and we rather 
| prudently decided to draw the attention 
of the readers of our Report to the 
| different methods which had been pro- 
posed, to point out the virtues and 
| drawbacks of the scheme of municipal 
elections, and to point out what had 
recently been done in regard to county 
/councils. Then we said we thought 
further experience would be necessary, 
probably in pursuance of what had been 
|done in reference to county council 
elections, before any final decision could 
| be come to as to the best method of 
electing the councils of the London 
| boroughs. 

In 1899 Her Majesty’s then Govern- 
/}ment brought in a Bill transforming 
‘the vestries so as to create the new 
| London boroughs, and, according to the 
scheme of that Bill, the members of 
those borough councils are elected in 
wards, but are not elected one-third 
every year, but en bloc every three years ; 
and the consequence is that you have 


'a power every third year of completely 
changing the members of the borough 
councils in London. 


The elections which 
have since taken place have shown that 
that power not only exists but has been 
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exercised. There was in the last borough 


council elections in London the most 
remarkable illustration of the evil which 
was sought to be avoided in the Act of 
1835—namely, the absolute want of 
continuity between successive councils in 
the dismissal en bloc of the members of 
one council and the installation of a new 
set of members. In the elections which 
took place last November three boroughs 
did not secure a single Progressive 
member—the boroughs of Fulham, Lewis- 
ham, and Wandsworth. On the other 
hand, the borough council 
Green has not a_ single 
member. 


Moderate 


These are results which, I think, are in 
themselves greatly to be regretted in the 
interests of the boroughs concerned. In 
nine other boroughs the Progressives did 
not secure as many as six members; in 
one borough they secured one member 
only, in another two, in two or three 
boroughs three members, and so on. 


Progressives secured three members, and 
perhaps I may be permitted to refer to 
Chelsea, as it is the borough in which | 
have the privilege to live, and with which, 
of course,I am more intimately acquainted. 
There three Progressive members were 
secured, but only by accident. The 
Moderate organisers did not rightly 
measure their strength, and did not put 
up candidates sutiicient for all the 
vacancies in two of the wards. The con- 
sequence was that, though the result 
showed they had voting power enough 
entirely to exclude the three Progressive 
members who were returned, those 
members managed to get in because their 
seats were unopposed. 


I do not think it requires much argu- 
ment to show that the system is a bad 
system which enables a borough council 
to be completely overturned, which 
deprives it altogether of representatives 
derived from one or other political party, 
which produces a discontinuity of its life, 
which causes it to lose very valuable and 
tried members and makes the administra- 
tion of civic affairs largely a matter, 
not for the control of the representa- 
tives of the inhabitants of the 
town or city, but of the permanent 
officials. I may repeat admissions which 
I have heard from one or two members 
of the victorious party. They have often 
regretted the consequences by which they 


Lord Courtney of Penwith. 
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have lost men who they knew worked 
well in the council in previous years, and 
they gladly would have kept them in had 
not the force of political passion been too 
strong. Their followers insisted on 
running candidates for every possible 
place, and the result was the exclusion 
from the council of tried men whose 
capacity and business powers, whose 
knowledge of affairs, and whose prudence, 
were recognised by many of their 


Representation Bili. 


| opponents. 


of Bethnal | 


What is the result of this system? [| 
may refer to what I heard quite recently 
in connection with another matter, where 
there had been almost as great an upturn 
of the composition of the civic governing 
body. A gentleman who had survived a 


| defeated minority was asked how he got 
| on in his present position, and he said— 


“Oh, I get on pretty well, I am largely 
alone, but the other fellows who have come in 
do not know anything about the business, and 
the expert officials control them. I sit silent, 


2 | and am well content.” 
Chelsea is one of the boroughs where the | wine — 


The permanent officials are the people 
who get the control of the municipal 
bodies, if those bodies are organised in 
this fashion. I have tried to make out a 
case that under the ordinary municipal 
corporation’s election you do not keep out 
of the contest the virus of political action, 
you fail to secure a means of con- 
sulting the community at large, and you 


expose the community to the worry 
of annual elections On the other 
hand, by triennial elections, you 
avoid the worry of annual elections, 


it is true, and you are able to consult the 
community at large, but you produce 
such startling changes and such loss of 
continuity, that the consequences are 
perhaps worse than those which follow 
from the older system. 


Is there no way of avoiding both 
these evils, and of securing representi- 
tive bodies which shall be elected, not 
annually, but triennially, under a system 
which shall at the time of the election 
give a clear and unmistakable evidence of 
the opinions of the community and yet 
shall secure in the governing bodies then 
elected the presence of representatives of 
all parties, so that, while the majority of 
the community get the majority in the 


council chamber, all the different elements 


of life in the community get their due 
representation also? That is what I 
propose under the machinery of the Bill 
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now before your Lordships. I omitted 
to observe that one reason for submitting 
a Bill dealing with municipal elections 
instead of Parliamentary elections is this, 
that in municipal elections we have got 
the constituencies necessary for the 
application of the system ready at hand. 
In Parliamentary elections we have not, 
and we should have to create them, or, 
at all events, to revive them. 


In order to obtain proportional re- 
presenti ition you must have a constituency 
returning at least three Members; it 
may be more, but there must be at least 
three. In the application, therefore, of 
the idea to our Parliamentary life it 
would be necessary to create multiple 
constituencies, and we could do so 
very easily by returning to those units 
from which we departed in 1884. In 
the municipalities this is not necessary. 
You now have, in boroughs, wards 
returning three or six members, one or 
two of whom respectively retire each year. 
If the election were made triennial you 
would then have three members, or six, 
as the case might be, elected every third 
year and noalteration would be required. 

Now, is the application of this system 
difficult ? Contemplate a ward returning 
three or six members. It would be 
understood beforehand by everybody 
that no party could secure the whole 
representation, and no party would 
therefore put out a list of candidates 
for every seat. For the three or six 
seats there would be a list of candidates 
probably not bigger than the present list. 
The list would be submitted to the voter, 
and the business of the voter, when he 
got into the polling booth, would be to 
take the paper with the list of candidates 
upon it, as at present, but instead of 
marking his cross opposite the names of 
those for whom he wished to vote, he 
would place the figure “1” opposite the 
name of the man most to his choice. He 
need do nothing further. I ask your 
Lordships, Is that a process too intricate 
to place before the ordinary elector ? 
The elector could go on placing the 
figures “2” and “3” opposite the men 
next of his choice, but he need only mark 
the figure 1. 


In this connection may I diverge for 
amoment to call your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to this remarkable fact, that in that 
nation which has most recently, for good 
or ill, been admitted into the family of 
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civilised nations—that nation whose 
power, strength, tenacity, and thorough- 
ness have astonished, and sometimes 
paralysed, the observer—Japan—they 
have adopted proportional representation 
in the election of their representative 
Chamber, and they have restricted the 
voters to the initial step of marking 
with the figure 1 one man, and one 
man only? They have not gone any 
further than that. Having taken some 
years to organise their Constitution, 
and having sent representatives to many 
parts of the world to discover what pro- 
cess would be best adapted to their 
requirements, they have adopted, in the 
comparatively simple form to which I 
have referred, the principle I am _ sub- 
mitting to your Lordships. 


It may be urged that this scheme is 
intricate, that it is complicated, that it is 
too abstract for adoption by work-a-day 
citizens of a work-a-day world. But J 
venture to think that what is done with 
advantage elsewhere ought not to be 
impossible of adoption here. The sole 
work imposed upon the voter is of such 
an elementary character, and of such 
simplicity that it is almost impossible to 
conceive of any one qualified to exercise 
the rights of citizenship who is not 
qualified to indicate the first man of his 
choice on a list of candidates. The 
most ordinary voter in the most backward 
constituency in the Empire would be 
capable of marking the paper in the way 
directed. 

Then I come to the returning officer. 
The returning officer has, no doubt, a 
more difficult task to perform, and on 
paper his duties may seem intricate and 
even confused. But the work of return- 
ing officers has been undertaken and dis- 
char ged under circumstances of the 
areatest difficulty, and vet with consider- 
able ease. A noble friend of mine who 
sits opposite, who has joined with me in 
this cause for many years, will perhaps 
give your Lordships some of his ex- 
periences in connection with it; but I 
may say that we have held | public 
meetings, attended by unprepared citizens 
called ‘together by ordinary advertise- 
ment, and we have had elections con- 
ducted at those meetings. Persons have 
attended in hundreds and lists have 
been presented for the first time 
to persons thus collected, and votes 
have been taken. We have had the 
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papers removed from the hall in 
which the meeting was held and one of 
us has gone into an adjacent committee 
room with improvised clerks to assist, 
and, whilst the others have held the 
audience by answering questions and 
entering into a discussion of what has 
been going on, the whole process of count- 
ing the votes has been gone through, and 
the result has been announced in a quarter 
of an hour with complete satisfaction. 
We have had considerable experience 
in testing the possibilities in this matter. 
We had a very considerable experiment 
in the first week of last December, with 
the assistance of a certain number of 
newspapers throughout the country. We 
received no less than 12,000 voting papers 
to elect five Members out of a certain 
number of candidates. In the course of 
about four hours the gentleman acting as 
returning officer, with the assistance of 
clerks who had scarcely had any drill for 
the purpose, went through the whole 
process of counting the votes in the pre- 
sence of many onlookers and produced 
the result to the satisfaction of everybody 


Municipal 


present. There is no difficulty whatever 
about it. We have gone through it over 


and over again, and although on paper 
the actual work of the returning officer 
may seem to present difficulties, that is 
not so in reality. Ido not know whether 
all your Lordships remember the explana- 
tion of the rules of arithmetic. The 
reasoning and explanation of the process 
of arithmetic it is difficult to put into 
words. So it is with this matter, but 
the system is, nevertheless, one of great 
simplicity. 

On the system of voting proposed 
the number of votes necessary to 
secure the return of one Member is 
approximately the result of a division 
of all the votes cast by the number of 
vacancies and is called the “quota.” In 
order to prevent waste of votes provision 
is made for the transfer of votes in excess 
of the quota given to any one candidate, 
and of votes given to candidates whose 
supporters are less in number than the 
quota. Such votes are transferred to the 
candidates whom the voters indicate on 
their ballot papers as next in order of 
their preference. 


In the earlier part of this very long 
speech, for which I apologise to your 
Lordships, I ventured to suggest that 
the Bill might be read a second time and 


Lord Courtney of Penwith. 


{LORDS} 
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be then referred to a Select Committee, 
I am confident that if your Lordships 
will consent to this course the practica- 
bility of the scheme may be demonstrated 
to the satisfaction of every Member 
whom your Lordships may choose to 
appoint to the Committee. I ask for 
nothing more. Conscious as I am of the 
conditions under which Parliamentary 
life is conducted I am quite well aware 
that, even if your Lordships pass this 
Bill through all its stages, it will be 
impossible to get it looked at elsewhere. 
Every avenue of business there is already 
encumbered. Therefore I resign nothing 
in suggesting that I should he perfectly 
content if your Lordships would read the 
Bill a second time and refer it to a Select 
Committee. I am confident that there 
would result united opinion in favour 
of the practicability of the plan, and | 
hope there would result also united 
opinion in favour of the utility of its 
adoption in municipal elections. 

I will not go further and speak of 
Parliamentary elections, although I do 
not conceal that to me, at all events, 
this is the introduction to the adop- 
tion of the idea on a much larger 
scale. -I look to the _ revivification, 
[ might say the regeneration, of our 
political life by the new birth which is 
promised in this form of voting, which 
will secure, in full strength and_ full 
independence, the representation of all 
the best elements of our national life. 
But that is something not necessary to 
be considered here. This proposal for 
municipal action is entirely independent 
of further and larger adoption. ‘This is 
a permissive measure which would natur- 
ally be adopted if local opinion were 
persuaded of the utility of its adoption. 
It could be tried ; if it proved imperfect 
it could be dropped ; but if, as I am con- 
vinced it would, it resulted in the satis- 
faction of those who tried it, their 
example would probably be copied by 
others and the system would be extended 
until it became generally recognised as 
the best form of securing adequate repre- 
sentation. For the moment I ask your 
Lordships most earnestly to give this 
Bill a Second Reading and then let it be 
referred to a Select Committee, from the 
ordeal of whose scrutiny I am convinced 
it will triumphantly emerge. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Courtney of Penwith.) 
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*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, as my 


noble friend who has just sat down did 
me the honour of referring to me, I rise 
to say a few words in support of this Bill. 
The Bill, no doubt, seems complicated. 
Perhaps my noble friend might have 
made his task easier if he had taken a 
simpler example. I confess I rather wish 
he had. But his object was to show that 
even a complex case would present no 
real difficulty. 


Too much has surely been made of the 
presumed stupidity of electors. 
are, however, much greater difficulties in 
life. After all, what has the elector to 
do? He has a list of candidates before 
him, and all he need do is to place the 
number ‘1 ” against the name of the 
man he wishes to vote for. This is even 
less than he has to do at present. He 
may, however, place a “2” against his 
second choice. It is really the simplest 
thing in the world. We had an illustra- 
tive election a short time ago, and over 
12,000 people voted. There were only 
twenty spoilt papers, and on most of 
these the voting was correct, but some 
words were added, which were taken, 
perhaps too severely, as vitiating the 
votes. Moreover, of the ten persons who 
perhaps really made a mistake, most 
would know better another time. There 
is absolutely no reason to suppose that 
there would be more spoilt papers than 
under the present system. 


The second argument is that the 
supporters of proportional representation 
are making no progress. This argument 
is as untenable as the first. Even in 
this country we are steadily gaining 
ground. Abroad, the progress has been 
more marked. So far as Parliaments 
are concerned, proportional representa- 
tion is in operation in Denmark, 
Switzerland, Finland, Belgium, and else- 
where. In municipal and other elections 
it has made even more _ progress. 
In the Canton of Ticino, whether by 
accident or design, the constituencies 
were so arranged that, election after elec- 
tion, the minority of the voters secured a 
majority of the seats. The patience of 
that majority being at length exhausted, 
in 1890 they made a revolution, and 
blood was shed, but the Federal 


Government intervened, and after con- | 


sultation proportional representation was 
introduced, greatly owing, I believe, 
to the influence of M. Naville. It 
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‘worked so well, 


There | 
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and gave so much 
satisfaction, that it was gradually adopted 
by several other cantons, beginning with 


| Neufchatel and Geneva, Soleure, Zug, the 


Half Canton of Basle, and several muni- 
cipalities. 


In 1895 proportional representation 
was adopted in Belgium for certain muni- 
cipal elections. ‘The change gave general 
satisfaction, and M. Braun, the Burgo- 
master of Ghent, speaking in May, 1899, 
described its results in the following 
terms— 

‘* During the four years that proportional 
representation has been applied to the com- 
munal elections of Ghent, every one has been 
able to appreciate the happy effects of the 
reform. Everybody recognises that, far from 
being endangered, the materia! prosperity of 
the city has ine reased, and that the ameliorat- 
ing and pacifying effects of the altered electoral 
method have even exceeded the expectations 
and hopes of its advocates. 


The present representative of Belgium 
in this country, his Excellency the Am- 
bassador, has authorised me to say that 
as regards Parliamentary elections also 
everybody in Belgium is satisfied with 
the way the system has worked. 
In Germany, in 1901, permission was 
given to elect the members of the asso- 
ciated committees of employers and work- 
men in accordance with the principles of 
proportional representation. Sixteen 
towns, including Frankfort-on-Maine, 
Munich, Carlsruhe, Fribourg, and Mann- 
heim, have availed themselves of the 
privilege, and the results have been most 
satisfactory. In February, 1906, the 
Labour Party of Victoria conducted an 
election on these lines for the purpose of 
enabling its 10,000 members to take part 
in the choice of the Party's candidates 
for the Federal Senate. The chief 
Labour organisation of Canada, the 
Trades and Labour Congress, has, since 
1903, made use of the same proportional 
method in its annual elections, and its 
official platiorm contains the following 
plank— 
representation, with 


“14. Proportional 
abolition of 


grouped constituencies, and 
municipal wards.’ 


The Toronto District Labour Council has 
also employed the single transferable vote 
in all its elections for about ten vears, 
and this system of voting is finding 
favour with other Labour organisations, 


| both in Canada and the United States. 
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The arguments for a change are by no/upon this important subject. I am 


means merely academical. They are 
serious and practical. Look at the last 
London County Council elections. In 
the last London County Council the Pro- 
gressives had more seats than they were 
entitled to according to the number of 
their supporters. This enabled them to 
carry various proposals which would have | 
fallen through if London had been fairly | 
represented, Now, it is just the other | 
way. <A swing of the pendulum, which, 
measured in votes, would transform a | 
majority of twelve into a minority of | 
seventeen, has had the effect of changing 
a majority of forty-nine into a minority 
of forty-one, and it is the more violent | 
displacement which forms the basis of 
comment in the Press and of action in | 
the Council. I am, of course, myself | 
glad of the change, but it has drawbacks 
which the proposals of this Bill would 
obviate. 


Such great changes are themselves an 
evil. Moreover, many Progressives are 
useful and valuable members of a council. 
The Bill would ensure the election of 
most of the best and most useful men on | 
both sides. Violent fluctuations are in 
themselves a great evil. This Bill would 
secure greater continuity ; it would raise 
the level of municipal institutions and by 
securing the seats of the best men on 
both sides it would render it more easy 
to obtain and to keep the best possible | 
representatives. 


It is sometimes said that proportional 
representation gives more than they 
ought to have to minorities. That 
entirely a mistake, and I am sure it is 
not the object we have in view. We 
do not wish to give the minority more 
power than they ought to have, but it is | 
perfectly obvious that, under the present 
system, the minority are sometimes 
squeezed out altogether, and that at other 
times they have a great deal more power 
than they are entitled to. In these 
circumstances, believing that this system 
would be a very great improvement on 
the existing one, and that it is perfectly 
practicable, I venture to hope that your 
Lordships will adopt the very modest | 
suggestion of my noble friend and give 
the Bill a Second Reading. 


is 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, I hope that a few words 
from me will be allowed by the House 


Lord Avebury. 


| elections 


quite sure that there will be only one 
opinion throughout the House as to the 
extremely clear, interesting, and able 
speech in which the noble Lord who 


‘introduced this subject brought it before 


the House. I think the request he makes 
is an extremely moderate and reasonable 
one, and I sincerely hope your Lordships 
will agree to pass the Second Reading of 
the Bill, and, if necessary, to have it 
examined through the process of a Select 
Committee. 


What is the ideal that we all, I think 


| without distinction of Party, profess to set 
| before ourselves in this matter ? Our ideal 


of a governing body in a democratic State 
is that the will of the people should be 
made as clear as possible, so that all 
sections of the community may be satisfied 
that, whatever their opinions may be, if 


| they are held by any considerable party, 


those opinions would be reflected in the 
governing body. After the speech of the 
noble Lord it is almost superfluous further 
to attempt to prove that, under our 
existing system, with all its considerable 
advantages, that result is not invariably 
attained. We have been conscious for 
many years that the present system does 
not always secure it, because in various 
kinds of elections various kinds of devices 
have been tried for the purpose of endea- 
vouring to secure that ideal result. 


Many of your Lordships recollect the 


provision of the minority vote in the 


three-cornered constituencies. That was 
an effort to give a representation to the 


‘minority which would not have been 


secured if those large constitutions elected 
their three Members upon a uniform poll. 
Then in our school board elections we 
have had the cumulative vote, a device 
which was popular when it was intro- 
duced, but the practical working of 
which did not secure all the advan- 
tages which were hoped from it. I 
do not think that the cumulative vote 
as a device for securing a more exact 
reflection of the opinion of the constituent 
body has now many friends. 


More recently than that, in regard to 
county council and borough council 
in London and elsewhere, 
recourse has been had to the device 
of single member constituencies, in 
the hope and expectation that what 
was a minority in one constituency would 
be a majority in another, and that, upon 
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the whole, by a sort of rough and ready 
process a fair result would be attained. 
But certainly there have been some re- 
markable instances in which we have 
failed by that device to secure the object 
we all profess to have in view. I leave 
the illustrations which the noble Lord 
gave of municipal elections where he left 
them. I do not profess to go into the 
question of applying the Bill to 
Parliamentary elections ; it is not 
desirable on this occasion; but one 
may be allowed to draw from the ex- 
perience of Parliamentary elections illus- 
trations to show how uncertain the opera 
tion of our present system is, 


It was commonly made a matter of 
complaint in the last Parliament, and I 
am far from saying unreasonable com- 
plaint, by the Party to which noble Lords 
opposite belong that both in the year 
1895 and in the year 1900 results were 
attained in the Parliamentary elections 
which made the House of Commons 
elected in either of those years far from 
an exact reflex of the opinions of those 
who voted. It is possible to prove 
that very shortly. In the 1895 elec- 
tion there were in great Britain 481 
contested seats—for this purpose I 
leave out of account the uncontested 
seats—and in those contested seats 
there was a difference between the two 
Parties in the State of only 25,000 votes, 
and the Conservatives were in that 
minority and yet they managed to 
secure 279 seats as against 202 obtained 
by the Liberals. However satisfactory 
that may have been to some of us, no 
one can say that it was a result which 
was an exact reflex of the opinion of those 
who voted, and that is all the length to 
which for the moment I wish to carry 
my illustration. But take the last elec- 
tion, the result of which gives more 
satisfaction to noble Lords opposite. 
There was a difference between the two 
great Parties of only 600,0CO votes in 
the contested constituencies in England, 
and yet, whereas the Conservatives 
secured only 127 seats, their opponents 
got 338. No one, I venture to assert, 
will contend that in either of those cases 
the result was a scientific or satisfactory 
one. 


Then, take the case of Wales. At the 
last election Wales had a poll of 52,000 
Conservatives as against 123,000 Liberals 
and Radicals; there are thirty Members 
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| for Wales, and yet those 52,000 Conserva- 
| tives are at this moment practically 
| disfranchised, inasmuch as they have not 
one single Conservative Member in the 
| House of Commons. Take, again, Scot- 
land, with which I am more familiar. 
At the last election there were 238,000 
Conservative votes polled and 374,000 
| Liberal and Radical votes. The Con- 
|servative Members for Scotland in the 
House of Commons number twelve, 
| whereas the Liberal and Radical Members 
number sixty. A difference, therefore, 
which in mathematical accuracy ought to 
be three to two is five to one ; or, to put 
it in another way, every Conservative 
Member from Scotland represents 20,000 
voters and every Liberal 6,000. What- 
ever we may think of these anomalies, 
/no one can say that the present is a 
scientifically accurate system, or one 
| which, even as a matter of practical 
| politics, is capable of reasonable defence. 
'Indeed, the present method of voting 
‘emphasises the difference of opinion 
between one Party and another, and so 
| perhaps creates more bitter feeling than 
would otherwise be the case. 


If in our opinion every shade of opinion 
ought as far as possible to be represented, 
then I maintain it is perfectly clear that 
neither in our Parliamentary elections 
nor in municipal elections is that result 
attained. Asa mere matter of practice we 
are not all of us bitter Party politicians. 
We are not all on one side Home Rulers 
and free traders, nor are we all on the 
other side Unionists and Taritf Reformers. 
There may be some people—I have heard 
of them—who are inclined to maintain 
the policy of free trade and yet who 
mistrust the policy of Home Rule in its 
widest aspect. It looks at the present 
time as if those who are in that unfor- 
tunate position might have difficulty in 
the country in finding a way of utilising 
their votes so as to suit their political 
views. 

These illustrations are so trite that I 
almost apologise to the House for men- 
tioning them, but at the same time I 
think they do show that if we are to have 
a scientific representation in Parliament 
of the differences of opinion throughout 
the couatry the present system fails 
altogether to secure it. The noble Lord 
opposite has shown that under our 
present system the thing may go even 
us far as this, that the minority may-get 
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a majority of seats. On the other hand, 
it is practically certain that the majority 
will almost always be unduly magnified 
in its power. Minorities may be in 
some parts of the country, as in Wales, 
permanently disfranchised. The present 
system unduly limits the choice of the 
electors and magnifies the swing of the 
pendulum. All this constitutes a serious 
indictment of our present system, and, 
whether by this proposal or some other 
on the same lines, a remedy I think must 
be found. I understand there is to be 
no opposition to the Bill, and I earnestly 
hope your Lordships will agree to the 
request of the noble Lord and give it a 
Second Reading. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE anp FISHERIES 
(Earl CAaRRINGTON) : My Lords, I hope I 
may be permitted, not only for myself 
but also for my colleagues, to congratulate 
my noble friend behind me on the speech 
in which he has moved the Second 
Reading of this Bill. Lord Courtney 
told us that this was a small and a per- 
missive measure, and the noble Lord who 
has just sat down considered it a reason- 
able and moderate one. I think most 
people will admit that, though it may be 
small and permissive, though it may be 


reasonable and moderate, yet it is likely | 


to have very important results. 


The noble Lord in charge of the Bill 
told us that the election of one-third of 
the Council every year prevented violent 
shocks and complete changes in the con- 
stitution of the bodies. I am not certain 
that there is not something to be said on 
the other side as well. Not very long 
ago there was general dissatisfaction in 
London as to the management of its 
government by the London County 
Council, and a great many speeches were 
made and leading articles written to 


prove that the credit of the Lendon | 


County Council was impaired, that the 
accounts were “ cooked,” and that there 
ought to be a commercial inquiry—what- 
ever that may mean—into the conduct 
of those valuable public servants, the 
permanent officials of the Council. Last, 
but not least, there was to be a consider- 
able reduction in the rates. About a 
year ago we were told that some people 
hoped there would be a reduction of at 
least 3s. or 4s. in the pound. The conse 
quence of that was that there was a clean 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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| sweep of the Progressive Party in the 
Metropolis at the last London County 
Council election. The personne’ of the 
County Council was entirely changed, 
and, if the accusations which were brought 
against the late majority in the Council 
were true, or only one half true, and it 
the reduction of taxation promised couli 
only be carried out to the extent of one. 
fourth. it would have justified the clean 
sweep that was made in London. But | 
would point out that this clean sweep 
would have been absolutely impossible 
without the present system of election in 
London. 


My noble friend who has brought 
forward this measure stated that the 
process of election in the Bill was very 
simple. Well, I do not think it is, 
As I look through the appendix to 
the Bill in which is set out an 
example, extending to six pages, of 
an election conducted on the system of 
proportional representation, I cannot help 
feeling pity for the returning officer. [| 
have fought five very severe contests in 
connection with the London County 
Council, and have seen something of the 
way in which the elections are carried 
out, and [ should heartily sympathise 
with the position of the returning officer 
under such a system as that proposed by 
the noble Lord. I think the ordinary 
returning officer would find himself in 
very deep water if elections were carried 
out in this way. However, my noble 
friend has declared that he would he 
satisfied if the Bill were sent to a Select 
Committee to be thrashed out, and, let 
us hope, to be put in a somewhat simpler 
form than it is at the present moment. 
On that understanding, | am empowered 
to say, on behalf of the Local Government 
Board, that the Government offer no op- 
position to the Second Reading. I hope 
that will satisfy my noble friend, and 
before sitting down I| desire once more to 
congratulate him on the great success of 
the speech he has delivered. 








Lorp ASHBOURNE: My Lords, this 
debate has been extremely interesting. 
I daresay a great many of your Lordships, 
until you came down to the House this 
afternoon, had never seriously considered 
the subject, or, at any rate, the proposals 
that have been put forward in such a clear 
and able way by my noble friend Lord 
Courtney. The debate has, I venture to 
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think, been also very instructive. I 
cannot say that this is a subject that I 
have ever given very earnest attention 
to, although I have some general acquaint- 
ance with it ; but, until the speech of the 
noble Earl who has just sat down, I did 
not understand that there was a particle 
of difficulty in fully comprehending the 
proposal. 


Municipal 
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suggested as reasonable in dealing with 
an important proposal like the present 
made by a man so intellectually dis- 
tinguished as Lord Courtney. I trust, 
therefore, that the Bill will be read a 
Second time and referred to a Select 
Committee, and that the Members of the 
Committee will consider the question 


Representation Bill. 


| fully and in all its bearings. 


I am in some uncertainty as to the | 


aspect in which this Bill is regarded by 
the noble Earl. It appeared to me that 
he wished to make a 
sympathetic but a Party non-committal 


personally | who has just sat down, alluded at the 


speech, and, of course, that is not a feat | 


easy of performance. It requires rather 
an acrobatic training and _ intelligence, 


hut I think the noble Earl got through | 


his task leaving us in a state of mind, I 
will not say confused, but a ligtle un- 
certain as to the opinion of the Depart- 
ment on whose behalf he _ spoke. 
Most of your Lordships came _ to 
the House this afternoon with a good 
deal of curiosity as to how this important 
and interesting subject would be pre- 
sented Large intellects and powerful 
minds have been applied to the question 
of proportional representation. There is 
a general impression that the subject is 
not interesting, and that it is doubtful 
how far it can be made clearly to enter 
into the minds of the ordinary voter. 
This Bill is, of course, introduced as a 
tentative measure. It is only applied to 
municipal elections, and then only in the 
most voluntary and permissive form. One 
inunicipality may adopt it, and, after two 
or three years experience of the system, 
drop it; but, if the system is found 
capable of such application as has been 
referred to, the acceptance of the principle 
may lead to further results. 


Although the Bill is a small one, it is, 
in another sense, a very large one, for the 
teaching of experience may commend the 
application of this principle to the 
country as a whole. I do not think 
there has been any desire to treat the 
matter asa Party question. The present 
system is a rough and ready one. Under 
it, the majority prevails and the minority 
must look out for itself the best way it 
can. For myself, I agree that it is wise 
in all assemblies that differences of 
opinion should be represented henestly, 
fairly, and vigorously. I do not think 
there has been a single note of discord 
sounded as to the course that has been 








THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The 
MARQUESS of Ripon): My Lords, I am 
not one of those to whom my noble friend, 


commencement of his speech. He then 
said that he thought the discussion of 
this subject was likely to be new to 
many Members of this House. That is 
not soin my case. I have been a student 
of this question for a great number of 
years. I have watched the various experi- 
ments which have been made in this 
direction, and which were mentioned to 
us this evening. It is a remarkable thing 
that as far as those experiments have 
gone they have not succeeded, and that, 
I think, indicates that we should be 
cautious in what we do in regard to this 
matter. ( 


Lord Courtney has given his attention 
to this matter, I think, during almost 
the whole of his public life, and has 
presented it to us to-night in a very able 
and interesting speech. But my noble 
friend is an advocate. I hope noble Lords 
who serve on the Select Committee 
which is about to be appointed will look 
at the proposal in all its bearings. In 
the first instance, no doubt, there 
is the general proposition: is it 
desirable to have a system of pro- 
portional representation or not? My 
noble friend behind me, though he 
puts the question forward at the present 
moment in a very tentative manner, did 
not conceal from us what was the ultimate 
object he had in view, a very natural and 
proper object for a man _ holding his 
opinions—namely, that the system should 
afterwards be extended to Parliamentary 
elections. I hope those who consider this 
Bill in the Select Committee will bear 
that in mind, because whatever decision 
they may come to is very likely to have 
considerable effect upon opinion in respect 
to Parliamentary as well as municipal 
elections. 


My noble friend who introduced the 
Bill spoke of Party spirit as an evil; I 
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have been too long in public life not to 
have a very lively understanding of the 
many evils of the Party system, but in 
this country, with its Parliamentary 
traditions, you cannot have a Parliamen- 
tary system without a Party system at its 
back, and one of the evils of the day here 
and in other countries is, I think, the 
tendency to break down the Party 
connection and to split Parliament into 
sections. That is an evil, b cause such a 
system does not give the Government of 
the country sufficient authority and power. 
I hope that when this question is con- 
sidered in the Select Committee these 
points will be carefully borne in mind. 


Municipal 


I do not propose to go into the details 
of the Bill. My noble friend has given 
a remarkable pledge that he would con- 
vince all the Members of the 
Committee that the Bill ought to become 
law. I will only beg the Members of 
that Committee who will come under the 
fascinations of my noble friend to look 


very carefully at the complicated system | 
proposed and endeavour to understand it, | 


remembering that it is to be carried out, 
not by themselves, but by the returning 
officers and the unhappy voters, of whom 
many will be ladies. Joking apart, I do 
think itis a very complicated system, and 
that is one ot the reasons why His 
Majesty's Government cannot give it 
their support as it is proposed. 


There is another question—the amount 


of power which you are proposing 
to give to returning officers. Returning 
officers are very honourable and 


admirable persons, but I do not wish 
them to have more power in regard to 
the aliotment of votes than is necessary. 
The system proposed would open a door 
which I should be glad not to see 
opened. Under this system, as I under- 
stand it—I may be wrong—in the allot- 
ment of votes a great deal wil! depend 
on the perfect and absolute honesty of 
the returning officer. I hope the Com- 
mittee will not overlook that point, which 
seems to me to be one of considerable 
importance. I think that one who has 
given so much attention to this question 
for so many years, and who has such an 
earnest desire to see it adopted, should 
have every consideration from this House 
and every opportunity of placing his 
views before it. But while we assent to 
the Second Reading, not as implying 
assent to the principle of the Bill, but 


The Marquess of Ripon, 
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as implying only a desire that it should 
be fully and thoroughly considered by 
your Lordships, I do ask you to look at 
this question in all its aspects and on all 
its sides, 


Representation Bill. 


*Lorp COURTNEY or PENWITH: 
My Lords, I desire to express my great 
satisfaction at the course the discussion 
had taken, and my gratitude for the 
| proposal to send the Bill to a Select 
Committee. If that Committee  ap- 
| proaches the subject in a perfectly im- 
partial spirit, even in one of hesitation, | 
| believe I shall persuade them of the 
practicability of the measure. | would 
remind the noble Marquess that in 1880 
we were both crossing the Channel, my 
| noble friend to take up his great charge in 
India, I myself to spend a Whitsuntide 
holiday in Paris. My noble friend on 
that occasion said— 





‘“T suppose I shall return in five years to 
find you fighting the battle of proportional 
representation.” 

Twenty-seven years have passed and | 

am still fighting that battle. I regret 
there should be any degree of difference 
between my noble friend and myself. 
[ feel persuaded that, in spite of his 
hesitation, if my noble friend could find 
it consistent with his duty and_ the 
appropriation of his public time to. sit 
‘upon this Select Committee he would be 
convinced, 


I could make some observations in 
reply to some of the things which have 
been said in the course of this discussion, 

but I will not trespass further, except 
| perhaps to say this—that I do not admit 
the complete failure of all the experiments 
that have been tried. The limited vote 
was not a failure. It did extremely well 
so far as it went, and it was abandoned 
| in pursuit of something which was thought 
to be better—single Member constitu- 
encies, which have certainly not proved 
better. And in respect to the much- 
abused cumulative vote, I may remind 
your Lordships that the official repre- 
sentatives of the Board of Education who 
gave evidence before the Select Com- 
mittee who sat on the subject, expressed 
the opinion that without the cumulative 
vote the Education Act of 1870 could 
not have been worked. That vote was 
abandoned subsequently in consequence 
, of a complete change in our organisation 
| of education, but I cannot admit that it 





656 
ould 
d by 
»k at 
n all 


ITH: 
great 
ssion 

the 
elect 

ap- 
y im- 
on, I 

the 
vould 
1880 
l, my 
ve In 
ntide 
d on 


urs to 
ional 


ind I 
egret 
ence 
vself, 
f his 
tind 
the 
» sit 
d be 


s in 
have 
sion, 
cept 
dmit 
1ents 
vote 
well 
oned 
ught 
stitu- 
oved 
1uch- 
mind 
epre- 
who 
Som- 
»ssed 
itive 
ould 

was 
ence 
ition 
at it 





637 The Colonial 


was a failure. I again express my great 
satisfaction at the course the debate has 
taken, and I accept very gratefully the 
proposal to refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee. 


On Question, Bill read 24, and referred 
to a Select Committee. 


THE COLONIAL SHIPPING 
CONFERENCE. 

*Lonp MUSKERRY : My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the composition of the 
Colonial Shipping Conference, with parti- 
cular reference to the representative 
capacity of the Imperial delegates ; to 
ask whether any representative of seamen 
acted as an Imperial delegate, and, if so, 
by what representative body was he 
nominated, and what is its actual member- 
ship of British seamen ; also to ask why 
the Imperial Merchant Service Guild, 
representing over 12,000 British captains 
aud officers, was given no opportunity or 
representation on this Conference. 


When Imperial delegates were ap- 
pointed to sit on this Conference one 
would naturally have thought that those 
who risk their lives on the high seas 
would be given due representation. 
Yet what was actually the case? The 
Imperial delegates numbered twelve. 
Four were officials of the Board of Trade, 
one an official of the Colonial Office, and 
five were shipowners. 1 am given to 
understand that the interests of seamen 
were supposed to be represented by the 
President of 2 Seamen’s and Firemen’s 
Union, which [ hear is practically ex- 
tinct, and which offered free and cordial 
admission to any British or foreign 
seamen who would pay a subscription. 
The twelfth delegate was the President 
of the Board of Trade. 


We find such a large and_ repre- 
sentative body as the Merchant Service 
Guild denied the right of  repre- 
sentation. The Guild comprises a 
membership of over 12,000 certificated 
British captains and officers. These are 
the men, my Lords, who are experts in 
ships and seafaring. It is upon them 
that the chief cares, duties, responsi- 
bilities, and anxieties connected with 
merchant ships rest. Their specialised 
knowledge and experience would have 
been of immense value to the Conference, 


and a most essential form of representa- | 
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tion was deliberately thrown away. I 
cannot regard the nautical advisor to the 
Board of Trade as in any way repre- 
sentative, for he, of course, is tied down 
by officialism, and it is some thirty years 
since he left the sea. 

What was the cause of the defect in 
the constitution of the Conference which 
I bring to your Lordship’s notice? I 
have my own ideas on this point. In 
the first place, the Merchant Service 
Guild, as a very progressive body, has 
persistently endeavoured to better the 
conditions and safen the lives of our sea- 
farers. To promote safety of life at sea 
the Guild has, amongst other things, 
advocated the institution of a light load- 
line, and the necessity of British ships 
being compelled to carry a_ proper 
number of competent and certificated 
officers. They have also urged that 
British ships should be commanded and 
officered by British subjects. 

Now, as the Board of Trade are well 
aware, our Colonies, particularly Austra- 
lasia, appear to be in complete agree- 
ment with the claims of the Merchant 
Service Guild. For instance, New Zea- 
land makes it imperative that captains 
and officers shall be British subjects, 
and that merchant ships shall be com- 
pelled to carry a sutliciency of certificated 
and competent officers. I find that 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
on the Australian Navigation Bill 
anticipates the few improvements in 
the conditions of seafarers which have 
been enacted in our recent Merchant 
Shipping Act. Better accommodation 
and living are recommended by the Com- 
mission. The long hours of labour 
entailed upon officers are commented 
upon, and a scale of certificated officers 
for vessels according to size agreed upon. 
One of the questions recommended by the 
Royal Commission for consideration at 
the Imperial Conference was one which [| 
have, on many occasions, urged upon the 
Government without success, and that is 
the advisableness of a light load-line for 
ships in ballast. 


I suppose that the weight of an Im- 
perial delegate representing the Imperial 
Merchant Service Guild, combined with 
the inevitable support of the Colonial 
delegates on these questions, would have 
placed our own Board of Trade, or, 
rather, the Marine Department, who 
have always opposed any measures 
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whose object was to diminish dangers 
to seamen, in a tight situation. This 
is the reason why such a representative 
was not appointed. The result has 
been that our seafarers of the Empire 
tind that the Imperial Maritime Confer- 
ence, from which they had hoped so much, 
has, to them, been practically barren of 
result. When [ know the solicitude 
shown by Colonial Parliaments to seamen 
I must confess my surprise that our 


Colonial delegates at the Conference have | 


heen so moderate in their proposals. 1 


think your Lordships will agree that it | 


is necessary that the maritime profession, 
which is of such great importance to the 
“mpire, should not be treated as a thing 
of naught in forming Maritime Confer- 


ences, which, without expert nautical | 


representation, are, in effect, so much 
labour and money wasted. 


The shipowners, whose interests were 
purely monetary, have had full repre- 
sentation, while the men who depend 
completely for their livelihood on 
the prosperity of the mercantile 
marine and who risk continually their 
lives, have been denied any representa- 
tion. I may say that these men—the 
captains and officers—have a far greater 
interest in the prosperity of the mercan- 


tile marine than the shipowner, for the | 


shipowner, if he so pleases, can withdraw 
his capital and invest it elsewhere, while 
the captains and officers, whose capital is 
their years of experience and high pro- 
fessional qualification, are unable to do 
so. The shipowner only risks his money, 
and not that even, for he mostly has the 
underwriter behind him; the captains 
and ofticers risk their lives and their pro- 
fessional reputations. Are we to under- 
stand that the Marine Department of the 
Board of Trade sets a higher value on 
property than on sailors’ lives? From 
their attitude in the past it looks ex- 
tremely like it. I say, my Lords, that at 
any Conference or Commission where 


matters concerning safety of life at sea | 


are brought forward, if the men who are 
most vitally concerned in these subjects 
are not given due representation, and if 
their views and advice are not accorded 
the most careful consideration, it is a 
scandal and a farce. 


THe Eart oF GRANARD: My 
Lords, in reply to the noble Lord, I en- 
tirely dissent from the view that officers 


Lord Muskerry. 
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were not represented in any way at the 
Conference. Captain Chalmers, who 
acted on behalf of the Board of Trade, 
has been nearly all his life at sea, and he 
very carefully looked after all the inter- 
ests of officers. The Conference passed 
one resolution in the direction which the 
noble Lord desires, namely— 

“That no person should be employed as an 
officer on board any British ship registered in 
| Australia or New Zealand, or engaging in the 
coasting trade of those colonies, who is not a 
British subject and thoroughly conversant 
| with the English language.” 

The noble Lord asked about the sea- 
men representation on the Conference. 
On the nomination of the President of 
the Board of Trade, Mr. Havelock 
Wilson attended, but he was nominated, 
not as representing any particular trade 
/union, but because he has always taken 

the keenest interest in matters affecting 
seamen. The President sincerely re- 
gretted that he was unable to appoint a 
member of the Merchant Shipping Guild, 
but ke felt it would be a mistake to 
increase the number of the members of 
the Conference, which was already large. 





House adjourned as half-past Six 
o'clock, till to-morrow, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 30th April, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 


Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
| the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
| are applicable thereto, have been com- 
| plied with, viz.:—Tyne Improvement 


‘Bill [Lords.] 
| 


_ Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
| time. 
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Boston Spa Gas Bill; Grays and Til- 
bury Gas Bill; Swansea Harbour Bill.— 
Read a third time, and passed. 


Brighouse Corporation Bill; Burnley 
Corporation Bill.—As amended, 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
—Read a second time, and committed. 


Standing Orders. — Resolutions _ re- 
ported from the Select Committee :— 

‘That, in the case of the Central 
London Railway Bill, Petition for Ad- 
ditional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
additions! Provision if the Committee on 
the Bill think fit.” 


“That, in the case of the Burnham 


(Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords], the Standing | 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— | 
That the parties be permitted to proceed | 


with their Bill, on the condition that the 
name of Edward Baring be struck out of 
Clause 4 of the Bill, unless his consent 
is proved before the Committee on the 
sill :—That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Burnham (Somerset)*Pier Bill [Lords]. 
—Report [this dav] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time.—(The 
Deputy Chairman.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Judicature Acts, 
1873 to 1894, with respect to the persons 
in whom the power of making Rules 
of Court under those Acts is vested.” 
{Rule Committee Rill !Lords.] 


Also, « Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise Raymond Hill Baines to assume 
and bear the Christian Names of Henry 
Rodd in lieu of the Christian Names of 
Raymond Hill.” [Baines’ Name Bill 
[Lores. ; 
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Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to alter 
and enlarge the provisions of the charters 
incorporating the Royal Bank of Scotland 
and of an Act amending the same.” 
[Royal Bank of Scotland [Lords.] 


Petitions. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 
to incorporate the President and Council 
of King Edward’s Hospital Fund for 
London ; to provide for the management 
of the fund: and for other purposes. 
[King Edward’s Hospital Fund _ for 
London Bill { Lords.] 


Royal Bank of Scotland Bill [Lords] ; 
King Edward’s Hospital Fund for Lon- 
don Bill |Lords].—Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lords].—Read the 
first time; to be read a second time. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Paisley, against; to 

| lie upon the Table. 














| GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Musselburgh, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL 
Petitions against : From Musselburgh ; 
and, West Kilpatrick; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Aberdeen ; 
Bonnybridge ; Denny and Dunnipace ; 
Dundee; Glasgow (two); Kilmaurs; 
Kingston ; Leith (three) ; Musselburgh ; 
Portobello; and, Rutherglen; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 





Petition from Banwell, against; to 


‘lie upon the Table. 


2A 
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PAUPER|LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 

Petitions for legislation: From Huns- 
let ; Lichfield ; Lincoln ; North Bierley ; 
Pontypridd; and, Tynemouth; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Renfrewshire, against ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDITIONAL 
LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted 
to Rose Smith, a convict under de- 
tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that 
she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, 
London, E. [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE. 


ings of the Colonial Conference, 15th 
to 26th April, 1907 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 

Copy presented, of Report on Admir- 
alty Surveys for the year 1906 by the 
Hydrographer [by Command]; to _ lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 
/ and Ireland) Act, 1888, to be the sums set 


forth in column 1 of the first appended 
Deduction from Grants to County Sligo | 


in respect of Land Purchase. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Sligo, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state in detail the calculations from 
which the sum of £1,506 19s. 7d., deducted 
in respect of land purchase from grants 
payable to the county council of Sligo, 
was arrived at, also the calculations on 
which the sum of £66 17s. 5d. was directly 
deducted from the share of the Sligo urban 
district, and the sum of £79 from the 
share of the guardians of Sligo union ; will 
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concerned ; is he aware that Sligo borough 
is one of the corporate towns in Ireland 
in which the rating powers of the munici- 
pal councils are limited by local Acts ; and 
can he state the amount of the deductions 
in the other corporate towns similarly 
situated. 


(Questions. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The £1,506 
19s. 7d. deducted from the grants to the 
county Sligo includes £174 5s. 6d. drawn 
| by the Irish Land Commission in respect 

of arrears, etc., under the Purchase of 
| Land (Ireland) Act, 1891. The balance 
of £1,332 14s. 1d., drawn under the Land 
| Act, 1903, is made up of arrears of 
| annuities £61 6s. 4d., and deficiency of 
|income £1,271 7s. 9d. The arrears of 
annuities are the arrears actually existing 
/in county Sligo, and the deficiency of 
|income is the proportion of the total 
| deficiency under this head chargeable to 
' county Sligo on the basis of the advances 


(outstanding at the close of the year 
| immediately 
| £1,506 19s. 7d. is the total liability for the 
Copy presented, of Précis of Proceed- | 
| the county besides the county council 
‘contribute to make good this amount. 
| The sum of £66 17s. 5d., directly deducted 
| from the share of the Sligo urban district, 
| was calculated as follows :—The net in- 
| debtedness of all the counties in Ireland in 


The sum of 


preceding. 


whole county, and other Iecal bodies in 


respect of land purchase (£73,218 12s. 5d.) 
was added to the sum available for 


| distribution (£85,888 16s. 3d.), giving a 


total of £159,107 8s. 8d. The shares of 
the local bodies in county Sligo in this 
total amount were ascertained, in accord- 
ance with the basis of distribution pro- 
vided by the Probate Duties (Scotland 


statement. The shares of the local bodies 
in the total liability of the county were 
then calculated proportionately to these 
sums, the result being given in column 2 
of the statement. In the case of the Sligo 
urban district it will be seen that this 
liability comes to the amount stated in 
the Question. The liability of the rate- 
payers in the urban district (namely £79) 
in respect of the deduction made frem the 
share of the Sligo Board of Guardians was 
calculated on the proportion of the valua- 
tion of the urban district to that of the 


full particulars of all deductions from | entire union, the valuation of these areas 


grants be furnished to all public bodies | being, respectively, £22,324 and £104,216. 
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statement is annexed, showing the amount 
of the deductions in the case of the five 
non-county boroughs. 


665 Questions. 


It is the fact that the rating powers of the 
Sligo Corporation are limited for certain 
purposes under the local Acts. A further 





Statement showing the shares of the local bodies in county Sligo in the sum 
of £159,107 8s. 8d. Death Duty Grant (of which £73,218 12s. 5d. had been 
withdrawn from the Guarantee Fund), and the deductions on account of the county 
liability amounting to £1,506 19s. 7d. :— 





Deductions from foregoing 
| shares (proportionately) ot 


Unions and road authorities. jlonat 
the county liability. 


| Share in the sum of 
| £159,107 8s. 8d. 











Unions : | 
= s «& £ « & 
+ Boyle (part of) | 206 1 2 122 19 11 
Dromore West .  . . | 240 18 6 143 17 10 
a | 610 3 6 | 364 4 1 
| | 
Tobercurry - 284 17 6 | 170 3 3 
| 
Road Authorities :— | 
Sligo Urban District | 111 17 10 66.17 5 
Sligo County Council | 1,069 14 6 638 17 1 
oe See | — 
Total 2,523 13 0 1,506 19 7 


| 





¢ Remainder of union in county Roscommon. 


Statement showing the sums deducted | Waterford, Belfast, and Londonderry, 
from the shares of non-county boroughs and how much in the case of each of the 
in the Death Duty Grant recently dis- non-county boroughs Kilkenny, Drog- 
tributed :— heda, Wexford, Clonmel, and Sligo. 

Amount deducted 


Non-county from share in Grant 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) As has 


boroughs. as a road authority. 

£ 5s. d. been stated by my hon. friend the Seere- 
Clonmel - - -83 7 5 tary to the Treasury, the sum of £70,996 
Drogheda - ‘ -1213 3 refers exclusively to the liability under 
Kilkenny - 3 - 43 12 0 the Land Act of 1903. In calculating 
Sligo - - - 6617 5 the amounts to be deducted from the 
Wexford - ' «St 8 7 several local bodies, the Local Govern- 


| ment Board had to take into considera- 





Deduction from Grants in respect to 
Land Purchase. 

Mr. McHUGH: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, in regard to the £70,996 
deducted in respect of land purchase 
transactions from grants to public bodies 
in Ireland, how much of that sum has 
been deducted in the case of each of the | 
county boroughs Dublin, Cork, Limerick, | 


tion the liability under the Act of 1891 
as well, making a total of £73,218. 
The appended statements show the lia- 
bility of each of the bodies mentioned in 
the Question in respect of the latter 
amount. It would require fresh cal- 
culations to determine the liability of 
these bodies under the Act of 1903 alone, 
but, having regard to the small amount 


2A 2 
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for the hon. 


1891, the information now furnished will | Member’s purpose— 


Statement showing the sums deducted from the shares of county boroughs ia 


the Death Duty Grant recently distributed. 





County boroughs. 


| 
| Amount deducted from 


Amount deducted from | guardians’ share of grant 
share in grant as a road |payable (on their behalf) 


| 





Belfast : : : : ; 
Cork . ; . : ‘ ‘ 
Dublin . ‘ : ‘ ; , 
Limerick ‘ , ; : ° 
Londonderry 


Waterford 





authority. to the county borough 
| councils. 
£ « @ | £ « @. 
493 10 11 282 19 6 
458 7 9 | 357 16 5 
526 9 1 360 13. 0 
368 16 5 | 307 17 9 
160 O 3 119 O10 
§2 3 1 234 5 





Statement showing the sums deducted 
from the shares of boroughs other than 
county boroughs in the Death Duty 
Grant recently distributed— 

Amount deducted 
from share in 


Boroughs. grant as a road 
authority. 
pe: a. 
Clonmel - - - 8 7 5 
Drogheda - - - 1213 3 
Kilkenny - - - 43 12 0 
Sligo. - - - 6617 5 
Wexford - - - Bt 8 7 


Mr. P. A. MCHUGH: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the sums of 
£66 17s. 5d. and £79, deducted from the 
grants payable to the Sligo Corporation 
and to the Sligo Board of Guardians in 
respect of the urban district respectively, 
are included in the sum of £1,506 de- 
ducted from the grants payable to Sligo 
County Council; whether the Borough 
of Sligo, being under its local Act re- 
sponsible for a portion of the county-at- 
large charges, is bound to make good its 
portion of this £1,506; whether the 
average yearly contribution to the cor- 
poration of Sligo from the Local Taxa- 
tion Account was, for the five ye2rs 
ended 31st March, 1906, only £170; and 





ean he say how much of the Local Taxa- 
tion Grant will be payable to the cor- 
poration for the year 1906-7 after 
deducting the sums chargeable against 
it for losses in connection with land 
purchase. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The sums 
mentioned in the Question are included 
in the total liability of the county, 
namely, £1,506 19s. 7d. The amount 
deducted from the share of the Sligo 
County Council in respect of this lta- 
bility is £638 17s. Id., and, so far as this 
latter sum would have been devoted to 
defray county-at-large charges, the Sligo 
Urban District will have to make good 
the portion which it may be required to 
contribute under its local Acts. The 
Local Government: Board have no pa™ 
ticulars to enable them to calculate the 
liability of the urban district on this 
head. The amount paid directly to the 
Sligo Corporation for the five years men- 
tioned in the Question out of the Dexth 
Duty Grant (which forms portion of the 
Local Taxation Account), was £166, 
but the corporation received a further 
sum of £52 out of the Local Taxation 
Account in respect of sanitary salaries. 
The third instalment of the Death Duty 
Grant for the year 1906-7 will be paid 
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about July next, but the amount then to 
be distributed cannot yet be stated. No 
further deductions for the year 1906-7 
will be made in which the Shgo Corpora- 
tion will participate. 


Deduction from the Irish Land _ Purchase 
Guarantee Pund—County Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state on what estate or estates in 
Cork County the sum of £831 arrears of 
purchase annuities which have been 
deducted from the Guarantee Fund have 
accrued; how much of these arrears 
has been paid up since the 31st January, 
1907; how is the sum of £4,050, also 
deducted from the county share of the 
fund, arrived at; whether adequate 
particulars with full details of these 
stoppages are furnished to the respec- 
tive councils ; and what means, if any, 
do the county councils possess for testing 
the correctness of the Treasury deduc- 
tions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My hon. 
friend has asked me to answer this Ques- 
tion. For the purpose of computing the 
arrears to be drawn from the Guarantee 
Fund, reference is made solely to the 
deficiency of each county as a whole and 
not to the various estates within the 
county. The hon. Member will, how- 
ever, find in Table 159, on page 144 of 
the Report of the Land Commissioners for 
1906 (Cd. 3113), a statement giving par- 
ticulars of the case of every tenant pur- 
chaser who at the date of the Report 
was one year and upwards in arrears. 
Out of the arrears of £831 mentioned in 
the Question, the sum of £544 14s. 8d., 
has since been paid. I understand that 
the sum of £4,050 represents the pro- 
portion chargeable to county Cork in 
respect of a total charge of £61,877 for 
deficiency of income. The different items 
included are as follows :— 


£ 
Unearned dividend on issue of stock 1,554 
Advance dividend - - - - 893 
Interest due but not received - - 1,015 


Unproductive balance - - - 588 

Up to the present it has not been con- 
sidered necessary to inform the county 
councils of the amounts stopped from 
the county grants, which have hitherto 
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been inconsiderable, but the amounts of 
the recent deductions have been fully 
published, and I am now, in consultation 


Questions. 


with the Treasury, endeavouring to 
devise means of letting the county 


councils know the amount of their lia- 
bilities in sufficient time before they 
strike their rates. I am not aware that 
county councils possess any means for 
testing the correctness of the deductions. 


Evicted Tenants on the Leader Estate— 

Application of Mrs. Anne Connell. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Ystates Commissioners have received an 
application from Mrs. Anne Connell, of 
Coolmahane, Kilbrin, Kanturk, county 
Cork, claiming reinstatement as an 
evicted tenant on the Leader estate, at 
Currass; is the farm from which Mrs. 
Connell was evicted at present in the 
occupation of a planter named John 
Fitzpatrick ; can he say whether this 
man has expressed his willingness to Mr. 
Vaughan, estates inspector, to surrender 
the evicted farm on receiving compensa- 
tion: what were the nature of the 
negotiations which passed between the 
estates inspector and Fitzpatrick; and 
will he state whether the evicted tenant’s 
claim has been ruled on; and, if so, 
with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have received the applica- 
tion referred to and have had the case 
investigated by their inspector. They 
are about to consider their inspector’s 
Report, and in the meantime do not think 
it desirable to enter into details. 


Officers Attached to the War Office. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War how many general and how 
many other officers were attached to the 
War Office in 1897, and how many general 
officers and other officers are so attached 
at the present time, and how many general 
and how many other officers 
were in staff employ at Home in 1897, 
and how many are so employed at the 
present time ; and what is the difference 
in the public charge. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 


Questions. 


Military Headquarter Staff, Ist 
April, 1897. 


¢ 

‘1 field marshal - - 4,500 

14 generals, lieutenant- 
generals, and major- 
generals - - - 23,830 


- 48,630 


74 other officers - 


89 76,960 


* Statement showing the number of Staff 
Ist April, 1897, and on Ist April, 1907, tog 
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Military Headquarter Staff and Staff of 
Inspector-General of the Forces, 
Ist April, 1907. 

= 
1 field marshal - - 4,000 

20 generals, lieutenant- 

generals and major- 
generals - - - 32,800 


4 brigadier-generals  - 5,400 
140 other officers - - 90,248 
165 132,448 


Officers who were employed at home on 
ther with their emoluments. 





Ist April, 1897. 


| 


Rank. |—__— 


| l 
| Number. | AnnualCost. Number. 


Ist April, 1907. 


Annual Cost. 


| 








£ £ 
Generals, lieutenant-generals, and 
major-generals-  - - =| 23 | 41,358 22 43,600 
Brigadier-generals . - . sis | , 39 32.600 
Other officers - - - -| 158* | 98,051 182+ | 102,790! 
sale | — 
181 139,409 236 178,990 








* Includes three officers for the remount and registration establishment. 
+t Includes nine remount officers, seven district barrack officers, and one officer for supply duties. 
t Includes £6,200 retired pay, which is incorporated in the pay of certain officers. 


Appointment of Medical Officer at 
British Embassy at Tokio. 

Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether an appointment to the 
medical officership to the British Em- 
bassy at Tokio was made in the early 
part of this year; if so, whether the 
vacancy was advertised; whether the 
gentleman appointed is a British subject ; 
and, if not, whether he holds any medical 
qualification recognised as registerable 
by the General Medical Council. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) There was no vacancy. The 
medical adviser to His Majesty’s Embassy 
proceeded on leave, and made arrange- 
ments for a competent substitute to act 


Regular Troops serving in India. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for India, if he can 
inform the House what was the number 
of Regular troops, British and Native, 
serving in India with the colours in 1900, 
1991 and 1902 and what is the number 
so serving at the date of the last Return ; 
whether he can also state the expendi- 
ture of India on military services and 
strategic railways in 1900, 1901, and 
1902, and that actually incurred in 
1906-7, and the relation of numbers to 
cost as shown by dividing the figures of 
charge by those of numbers in each case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The number of Regular troops including 





during his absence. 


officers, British and Native, serving in 
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India with the colours in the 
stated was as follows— 

Ist April, 1900, 186,352; Ist April, 
1901, 190,140; Ist April, 1902, 195,290, 
and on the Ist December, 1906, it was 
226,177. 

Note.—During the years, 1900, 1901, 
and 1902 from 20,000 to 27,000 troops 
were serving in South Africa, China, and 
the Colonies. 


The net expenditure of India on 
effective military service was— 


£ 
1900-1 - - - 11,347,997 
1901-2. - - - 11,905,994 
1902-3 - - - 13,338,536 


The actual expenditure for 1906-7 is 
not yet known; the latest estimated 
expenditure for that year was £15,733,900. 
On the basis of these figures the relation 
of numbers to cost, determined in the 
manner suggested by the right hon. 
Member, is as follows— 


£82 vd. 
1900 - - - - 60 17 11 
1901 - - - - 62 12 4 
1902 - - - - 68 6 0 
1906-7 - - - 69 11 3 


The expenditure on strategic railways in 
the years mentioned was as follows— 


£ 
1900-1 - - - 78519 
1901-2 - - - 221,102 
1902-3 - - - 220,714 
1906-7 - = — = 560,000 


The figures for 1906-7 are estimates only. 


Compulsory Reserve Funds for Limited 
Companies in Foreign Countries. 

Mr. HYDE (Wednesbury): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is now in a position to give 
wny information with reference to the 
existence of compulsory reserve funds 
for limited liability companies in foreign 
countries. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) 1 
have now obtained information from 
France, Germany, Italy, and Belgium 
on the question of compulsory reserve 
fund. In France, Germany, and Belgium 
joint stock companies are compelled to 


set aside 5 per cent. of their net profits | 


for the formation of a reserve fund until 
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years | 
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the reserve fund is equal to 10 per cent. 
of the company’s capital. In Italy 
the law is that a similar proportion of 
the net profits should be placed to 
reserve until the reserve fund is equal 
to 20 per cent. of the company’s capital. 
In none of the above countries are there 
any special rules governing the invest- 
ment of moneys forming the reserve 
funds of joint stock companies. 


Trade between Great Britain and the 
Colonies. 

Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can state with reference to 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, British 
South Africa, the other British Colonies as 
a whole, and the Indian Empire, respec- 
tively, and also as regards them all in the 
aggregate, what was the value of imports 
exported thither from the United King- 
dom, and what was the amount of 
import duties levied upon these there 
during the year 1906; and what was 
the value of exports imported thence to 
the United Kingdom and what was the 
amount of the duties levied upon these 
in the United Kingdom during the same 
year. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) It 
has already been explained, in Answers 
to Questions, that particulars are not 
available as to the countries of origin 
of dutiable goods cleared for consump- 
tion in the United Kingdom. Similar 
conditions obtain in the case of India 
and the Colonies, with the exception 
of Canada. I am consequently unable 
to give the information in the precise 
form desired, but a Return which has 
been ordered on the Motion of my hon. 
friend the Member for Preston will throw 
some light on the question. 


Vegetable Adulterants of Coffee. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade what was the quantity of legalised 
vegetable adulterants of coffee intro- 
duced into the United Kingdom in 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
quantities of chicory and of vegetable 
matter (other than chicory) applicable 
to the uses of chicory or coffee imported 
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into the United Kingdom in 1906 were | 
as follows— 


Questions. 


Cwts. 
- 90,301 
1,264 


Chicory, raw or kiln dried 
Chicory, roasted or ground - - 
Other vegetable matter applicable 

to the uses of c -hicory or coffee 6 


These figures are exclusive of the chicory 
or other vegetable substances imported | 
mixed with coffee. The total quantity 
of such mixtures imported in 1906 was 
845 lbs. 


Irish Ordnance Maps—Roman Catholic 
Churches. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
suv if, 
revised Ordnance Survey maps of Ireland, 
Catholic churches are invariably set 


down as R. C. chapels, he will take the | 
necessary steps to have these churches | 


set down on the under their 


proper designation. 


maps 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) | 


Perhaps I may be allowed to answer 
this Question. I understand that Roman 
Catholic churches are not always de- 
scribed as chapels on Ordnance Survey 
maps, the practice being to give the 
names as they are locally known. If 
my hon. friend will give me information 
as to any particular cases in which this 


course has not been followed, my noble | 


friend will be glad to look into the 
matter. In any 
consult the wishes of the religious body 


to which a place of worship belongs. 


Irish Banks and Land Purchase Money. 

Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, if in view 
of the fact that for many years past 
under arrangement with the Treasury 
the joint stock banks of Scotland receive 
in annual rotation, and hold for a limited 
period, the Customs and Inland Revenue 
moneys raised in that country, 
any substantial objection to following a 
like precedent in Ireland in the case of 
Land Purchase moneys; and 
he is prepared to instruct the Treasury 
authorities to make arrangements under 


which, year about, the approved joint | 
stock banks of Ireland shall be appointed | 


receivers of Land Purchase moneys, with 
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in view of the fact that in the | 


case he would wish to | 


he sees | 


whether | 


(Questions. 676 


| the understanding that interest at a fair 
| rate shall be paid upon all lodgments. 

| (Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
Bank of Ireland is by law the banker 
}of the Government in Ireland. Con- 
_ sequently there is no necessity to dis- 
| tribute Government business among a 
/number of banks in that country, as is 
done in Scotland, where no single bank 
occupies a position corresponding to 
that of the Bank of Ireland. Purchase 
annuity instalments under The Irish 
Land Act, 1903, may be remitted through 
any bank, and a statement to that effect 
is printed on the receivable orders. 


Case of Smallpox on H.MS. “ Defiance.” 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if a second-class domestic serving on 
H.M.S. “ Defiance” at Devonport has 
been taken ill of small-pox ; if so, will he 
say whether the patient was vaccinated ; 
and, if so, upon what date. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
A second-class domestic serving in H.M.S. 
“Defiance”? has been attacked with 
small-pox. He was vaccinated as an 
infant, but the actual date is not known. 
| He was not re-vaccinated. Heis suffering 
from an attack of modified small-pox, 
such as follows ordinarily in persons 
| partially protected by infantile vaccina- 


| tion. 


Appointments to Admiralty 
Messengerships. 


Srrk SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
| W.): To ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
|miralty how many appointments have 
been made to permanent messengerships 
at the Admiralty since January, 1906; 
and what was the occupation of the 
individual men prior to appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
| Since January, 1906, fifteen appointments 
to the staff of Admiralty messengers 
have been made. Of this number eight 
| were naval pensioners and seven marine 
pensioners. 


| 

| 

| Income-Tax on Incomes derived from a 
asting Security. 

Mr. LUPTON: To ask Mr. Chancellor 

of the Exchequer, if a person has a 
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fluctuating income derived from a wasting 


security, such as royalties from a coal: 


mine, and has to save half the income 
to make provision for the future, will 
Income-Tax be levied on the scale of 
earned or unearned income. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Following 
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the Select Committee, we propose to | 


base the distinction upon the answer to 


the question whether the income is or is | 
not the product of the personal exertion | 


of the recipient. The income derived 
from securities clearly cannot be regarded 
as “earned” merely because the source 
from which it comes may be liable to 
exhaustion. 


Action of Police Inspector Cruise. 


Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland) whether the attention of the 


constabulary authorities has been called 
to the action of a police inspector named 
Cruise, at the recent county and city 
assizes in Cork, in arbitrarily excluding 
from the court-house respectable members 
of the public, including jurors, Press-men, 
witnesses, and other parties having 
legitimate business to transact; is he 
aware that the conduct of this inspector 
was censured by the Lord Chief Justice 
when the facts were brought to his 
notice ; are the authorities aware of the 
numerous complaints against this in- 
spector by the people of Charleville, 
in respect to frequent vexatious prosecu- 
tions which have generally been dismissed ; 
will he say how many prosecutions against 
licensed traders have been instituted by 
this inspector within the past twelve 
months, and how many of them have 
been dismissed; is he aware that he 
recently brought a prosecution against a 
man named Coleman for alleged she- 
beening, and that the bench, consisting 
of a resident magistrate and three local 
justices, summarily dismissed the charge ; 
and will he say whether the constabulary 
authorities will communicate with In- 
spector Cruise regarding the discharge 
of his ordinary police duty. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) On 
occasion in question the court-house was 
Inconveniently crowded, and the Lord 
Chief Justice remarked that a witness 
could not be heard owing to the confusion 
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in Court. District Inspector Cruise, who 
was in charge of the police arrangements, 
thereupon directed the police to refuse 
admittance to persons other than those 
who had business in Court. Two persons 
are stated to have felt aggrieved at being 
questioned by the police. One, a re- 
porter, was at once admitted on stating his 
business. The other, a juror, turned 
away without stating his business. He 
was, however, recognised by another 
policeman, and invited to enter, but 
refused to do so. On the following 
day the Lord Chief Justice expressed in 
Court his approval of the district in- 
spector’s action. No complaints have 
been received in respect of prosecutions 
instituted by the district inspector. 
During the past year he has taken forty- 
six prosecutions under the Licensing 
Laws. There were eighteen dismissals 
and twenty-eight convictions. A recent 
prosecution for shebeening was dismissed, 
but in that case an appeal by the district 
inspector is pending. The Inspector- 
(General is satisfied with the district 
inspector’s performance of his duty, and 
sees no reason for communicating with 
him in the matter. 


(Questions. 


Publication of the Calendar of Irish 
Justiciary Rolls and Statutes and 
Ordinances. 


THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland what progress has been 
made with the publication, in eigh* 
volumes, of the Calendar of the Justiciarv 
Rolls of Ireland up to the eighteenth 


SIR 


‘year of Richard IL, as well as of the 


Statutes and Ordinances of the early 
Parliaments and Great Councils of Ire- 
land, promised last year by Mr. Brvce ; 
and who is responsible for their publica- 
tion. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The first 
volume of the Calendar of Justiciary 
Rolls of Ireland was issued in June, 1906. 
About half of the second volume is in type, 
and the remainder has been completed 
in manuscript. The first volume of the 
Statutes and Ordinances referred to is in 


| print and will shortly be published, and 


the 


for the second volume is 
The Irish Record 


the material 
nearly ready for press. 


Office is responsible for the preparation 


of these volumes, and His Majesty’s 
Stationery Office for their publication. 
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eduction from Grants to Wexford 
County Council. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if deductions have been made 
from the death duty grant payable to 
the Wexford County Council from the 
initiation of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act to the present; and if 
so, how much, and in what year or years: 
whether, in the event of the Irish Land 
Commission recovering the amount de- 
ducted, or any part of it, the amount so 
recovered will be credited to the county ; 
and if he wil] arrange that in future a 
statement shall be furnished to each 
county council in Ireland giving the 
total amount of this grant and the amount 
allocated to each county, showing also 
the manner in which the calculation has 
been arrived at, in time for the con- 
sideration by each county council before 
the striking of its rate, and similarly 
corresponding particulars in respect of 
the new Labourers Act Grant. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The follow- 
ing statement shows the sums deducted 
from the death duty grant payable to 
the county council of Wexford, in each 
year from 1900 to 1907,:— 








In respect of 
Year In respect of Payment to 
ended Payments made| the Council 
3lst March. | for Guardians. as a Road 
Authority. 
] 2 3 
- oe od £ 8s. d 
1900 . 313 17 1 sos. 941 
1901 - 491 17 0 446 1 38 
1902 - 504 4 5 456 15 6 
1903 -| 7711 3| 70 4 5 
1904 -| 2981911] 27011 4 
1905 - wa D1 245 8 5 
1906 - | Included in a 
1907 
1907 -| 1,404 11 111,271 15 1 








{COMMONS} 
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The sums entered in column 3 were 
‘those deducted from the share of the 
county council as a road authority. 
Those in column 2 were made from the 
shares payable for the guardians, these 
payments heing made on their behalf 
through the county council. As I have 
already stated, the Treasury are consider- 
ing the question of devising means where- 
by county councils shall in future be 
supplied with information as to the 
allocation of the grant before they 
strike their rates. If, as is presumed, 
the ‘“‘ new Labourers’ Act Grant”? means 
the new method of distribution of the 
Exchequer grant, there will be no diffi- 
culty in informing county counc ils, before 
they strike their rates, of the approximate 
share of each rural district in’ their 
counties in the grant, as apportioned in 
accordance with Section 18 of the Act of 
last session. 


Public Trustee Act—Suggested Extension 
to Ireland. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland, if he wili consider the 
advisability of extending to Ireland the 
provisions of the Public Trustee Act 
passed last session for England. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) His Majesty’s 
Government will, at a suitable oppor- 
tunity, consider the question of intro- 
ducing legislation for Ireland upon the 
lines of the Public Trustee Act of last 
session, but in the present state of public 
business it does not seem possible that 
such legislation can be introduced in the 
near future. 


Duke of York's School—Transfer of Boys 
to Queen Victoria Memorial School. 
Mr. HORNIMAN (Chelsea): To ask 

the Secretary of State for War, as there is 

ample space on the site near Dover, why 
is not accommodation provided for the 
same number of boys as are now at the 

Duke of York’s School, in Chelsea ; is it 

proposed to pay for those transferred to 

the Queen Victoria Memorial School in 

Scotland ; for what reason is it that the 

boys are to be transferred to another 

charity ; and is this part of the original 
scheme. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 





The new school will consist of eight 
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houses of sixty boys. It was considered 
that, in view of the establishment of the 
Queen Victoria School, the increased 
capital and annual expenditure involved 
by the construction of a ninth house 
would not be necessary. This arrange- 
ment is a modification of the original 
scheme. It is not proposed to effect any 
of the necessary reduction of establish- 
ment by transfers to the Queen Victoria 
School, 


Appointment to War Office 
Messengerships. 


Srr SAMUEL SCOTT: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War how many 
appointments to permanent messenger- 
ships have been made at the War Office 
since January, 1906; and what was the 
occupation of the individual men prior to 
appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
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and the vessel had committed no offence 
against national or International law. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) There is no arrangement 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
that of Norway to the effect suggested by 
the hon. Member, but the Norwegian 
Government have intimated that orders 
have been issued to the Fishery Director 
of Norway to warn all owners of Nor- 
wegian fishing boats who trawl in the 
Moray Firth to cease from so doing, and 
not to expect the support of their Govern- 
ment in the case of proceedings against 
them in Scotland. The Jaw under which 
English and other British subjects are 
prosecuted is the Herring Fishery Act of 
1889, which is not a law of Scotland, but 
one passed by the Parliament of the 
United Kingdom. I am not aware of 
the particular declaration by the sheriff 
to which the hon. Member refers. When 
prosecutions are taken against British 


Three appointments have been made. subjects for illegal fishing under the Act of 
The men previous to the date of per- | 1889. it is in respect of their individual 
manent employment were employed as | breach of the law of their own country 
temporary messengers and are all three | and not of the action of the vessel in which 


ex-soldiers. 


Norwegian Trawlers in the Moray 

irth. 

Sin GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great | 
Grimsby): To ask the Prime Minister | 
Whether there is any arrangement be- 
tween His Majesty’s Government or the 
Scottish Fishery Board and the Govern- 
ment of Norway to permit Norwegian 
trawlers to be boarded and English 
fishermen arrested or given up outside 
the three-mile limit when the vessel has 
committed no offence for which the 
owner or master can be made responsible ; 
under what law of Scotland English 
fishermen are prosecuted who are serving 
under contract under a foreign flag, when 
the vessel is fishing legally under the 
North Sea Convention and International 
law ; and whether he is aware that the 
sheriff held that the English fisherman 
was subordinate to the master in offences 
committed within the three-mile limit 
when the vessel was fishing illegally, but 
in the cases of prosecution under the 
local Scottish by-law the sheriff held that 
the first fishermen were responsible and 
sentenced them to imprisonment, al- 





though the master was not prosecuted, 


they were serving. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Coastguard Inquiry. 

Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the Inter-depart- 
mental Committee on His Majesty’s 
Coastguard have submitted their Re- 
port ; and what opportunity this House 
will have of considering and discussing 
the whole matter before any action is 
taken. 


THe SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpmMunD Robertson, Dun- 
dee): The Committee’s Report has been 
received, but has not yet been considered. 
No action will be taken until Vote A is 
before the House next year. 


The Royal Marines. 

Mr. G. GREENWOOD — (Peter- 
borough) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether it is the intention 
of the Government to alter the constitu- 
tion of the corps of Royal Marines by pro- 
viding that in future they shall not be 
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commanded, as now, by officers specially 
attached to the corps, but by naval 
officers ; and, if so, whether naval officers 
doing military duty with the Royal 
Marines will wear the uniform of the 
corps or naval uniform, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I 
must refer my hon. friend to the memoran- 
dum of 16th December, 1902 (Cd. 1385), 
which provided that all cadets entering 
the Royal Navy, whether to serve in the 
Executive, Engineers, or Marines, should 
receive similar training. A decision on 
the second part of the Question is not 
required for some years. 


Camp Pay for Territorial Infantry 
Soldiers. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what will be the whole sum of 
money received by the territorial infantry 
soldier under the modified Army scheme 
for every day in camp, and what will he 
receive in kind. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington): A 
private in the territorial infantry will 
receive in money for every day in camp 
pay at the rate of one shilling a day and 
the ordinary Government ration in kind. 
A messing and camp allowance of one 
shilling a day per man will be paid to 
the commanding officer to be expended 
by him in improving the messing and 
adding to the soldier’s comfort. Non- 
commissioned officers will be similarly 
paid at the rates obtaining for their ranks 
in the Regular Forces, and will in 
addition receive separation allowances for 
their wives and families in accordance 
with the regular scale. The uniform 
necessary for all ranks will be provided 
at the public expense. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Are we to understand 
that the messing allowance will be paid 
to the commanding officers and not to 
privates, and that all non-commissioned 
officers are to receive the separation 
allowance ? 


Mr. HALDANE: According to the 
regulations which obtain for Regulars 
provision is made for the separation 
allowance for non-commissioned officers. 
It will probably be found convenient 
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that the messing allowance should be 
handled by the commanding officer. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Are we to understand 
then that the right hon. Gentleman 
has changed his plan and _ that all 
non-commissioned officers will receive the 
separation allowance 1 


Mr. HALDANE: No, Sir. No 
change has been made. A statement 
was made in the Financial Estimates 
providing for the separation allowance to 
non-commissioned officers. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Has the right hon. Gentleman 
not been able to reconsider the question 
of granting the separation allowance to 
married privates in the Territorial Force } 


Mr. HALDANE: It would be a very 
large grant and would enormously in- 
crease the cost of the Territorial Army. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The right hon. 
Gentleman says non-commissioned officers 
without exception will have the allow- 
ance, and the Estimate says half the 
non-commissioned officers. Will he 
correct the Estimate ? 


Mr. HALDANE: Does the Estimate 
say half ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Half the 
non-commissioned officers and no privates. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
whether before the financial Resolution, 
or the debate on the Report of the 
financial Resolution, or Clause 3, he will 
circulate an Estimate revised on the points 
on which he has made statements sub- 
sequent to the Estimates ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I will look into the 
matter. The Bill does not determine 
this matter. It is a matter of adminis- 
tration which must be decided by the 
House on the Vote for the Territorial 
Army. 


Fleetwood Camp. 

Mr. ASHLEY : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if it is proposed to 
train the same number of troops at Fleet- 
wood this year as last. 
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Mr. HALDANE: Four battalions of 
Militia trained at Fleetwood last year, 
and the same number will train there this 
year. Three regiments of Royal 
Garrison Artillery Volunteers will train 
there this year as last year. 


General Army Staff. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
estimated cost of a general staff for the 
service of the Empire. 


Mr. HALDANE: There is no appar- 
ent reason why the resolution passed by 
the Conference with the Colonial Premiers 
should entail any substantial addition to 
the cost of the General Staff. 


Wages at Pimlico and Woolwich Govern- 
ment Factories. 

Mr. T. F. RICHARDS (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can say how | 
many adult male employees there are 
employed at the Pimlico Clothing Factory 
and Woolwich Arsenal whose wages do 
not amount to 30s. for a full working 
week, 


Mr. HALDANE: At the Royal Army 
Clothing Department there are 514 adult 
male employees whose wages do not 
amount to 30s. a week. At the Royal 
Arsenal there are 4,124 such employees 
who earn less than 30s. for a full working 
week. ‘There are also 3,442 men in the 
Ordnance Factories engaged on piece 
work who are rated at less than 30s. a 
week, most of whom earn more than that 
amount. 


Sub-Target Rifles. 

Mr. GUY BARING (Winchester) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any decision has yet been come 
to as to the adoption of the sub-target 
rifle by the War Office. 


Mr. HALDANE: The reply is in the 


negative. 


Mr. GUY BARING; Has it been 
decided that these sub-targets shall not 
be taken up by the War Oftice 4 


Mr. HALDANE: They are already in | 


use in a great many battalions. | 
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Officers Attached to the War Office. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: [ beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War how 
many general and how many _ other 
officers were attached to the War Office 


| in 1897, and how many general officers 


and other oflicers are so attached at the 
present time, and how many general 
and how many other officers 
were in staff employ at Home in 1897, 
and how many are so employed at the 
present time ; and what is the difference 
in the public charge. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures are too 
long to read out to the House, but I will 
have them printed with the Votes and 
Proceedings. + 


Bhagalpur District Magistrate. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that Mr. F. F. Lyall, 
the district magistrate at Bhagal!pur, has 
been using his influence to prevent the 
local gentry from taking part in political 
movements ; whether, when the matter 
was brought to the attention of the 
Government, the facts were not disputed, 
but the action of the magistrate was 
excused on the ground that he ought to 
take every opportunity of talking freely 
and confidentially with Indian gentlemen 
about many things ; and whether, in view 
of such action and such excuse, steps will 
be taken to prevent their recurrence in 
future. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. CuHarves Hos- 
HOUSE, Bristol, E.): No official Papers 
have reached us, but as the Secretary of 
State understands the newspaper reports, 
he hardly sees why, if Indian gentlemen 
like to talk freely and confidentially with 
a district magistrate, we should interfere. 
Of course, if any specific evidence of the 
improper use of his influence by the 
magistrate is brought to the Secretary of 
State’s notice, he will make inquiry. 


*Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware that in this 
particular case the magistrate sent for the 


_ local gentry and used his influence with 
them and that they did not go to him 


voluntarily ? 





+ See Cols. 672-3. 
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} Mr. HOBHOUSE: No such evidence | 
is before us. As I have said we have no | 
official Papers, 


Questions. 


| 
The Indian Budget. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is in a position 
to state when the discussion on the Indian 
Budget will be taken. 


| made certain 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: I hope during the_ 
first week or ten days after the Whitsun | 
holidays. 


Opium Shops in India. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will give the number of shops 
licensed for the sale of opium in India 
during the years 1903-4, 1904-5, 1905-6, 
and 1906-7, respectively. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: The number of 
shops were 9,001 in 1903-4; 9,024 in| 
1904-5; 8,960 in 1905-6; the figures 
for 1906--7 are not vet available. 


Indian Excise and Customs Revenue. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: TI beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state what was the net 
Excise and Customs revenues on liquors | 
and drugs consumed in India during the 
years 1902-4, 1904-5, and 1905-6, 
respectively ; and what is the estimated 
revenue from these sources during the 
current year. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
figures approximately are 1903-4, 
£5,476,000 ; 1904-5, £5,861,000 ; 1905-6, 
£6,281,000 ; 1907-8, £6,510,000. 


Chartered Company—Rhodesian 
Complaints. 

Mr. STANGER (Kensington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Lord Selborne, 
in the course of his visit to Rhodesia last 
November, received a number of deputa- 
tions who made various complaints 
against the Chartered Company ; whether | 
these complaints have been transmitted 
to the Colonial Office; whether the 
Government are taking or have taken 
any steps to remedy the grievances 
complained of ; whether Lord Selboine 
has made a Report of his visit or of any | 
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similar complaints made to him more 
recently ; and whether Papers on the 


| subject can be laid upon the Table. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr, 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): Yes, 
Sir. Lord Selborne, in the course 
of his visit to Rhodesia last November, 
received various deputations who 
complaints against the 
Chartered Company. The High Com- 
missioner duly communicated _ these 
complaints to the Secretary of State. 
The proposal was made that the differ- 
ences between the company and the 
inhabitants of Southern Khodesia should 
be inquired into by a Royal Commission, 


| but the Secretary of State is not prepared 


to recommend such an appointment. As 
Lord Elgin was informed that certain of 
the Directors of the Company were 
shortly going out to Southern Rhodesia 
to discuss matters of complaint with the 
people on the spot, he did not think it 
necessary to take any immediate action. 


| No good purpose would be served by 


merely laying the complaints so far as 
they have been received in the Colonial 


| Office. 


Trinidad Tariff on Swedish Matches. 
Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : I 


_ beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 


for the Colonies if he is aware that the 
Swedish matches entering 
Trinidad has been reduced from sixty 
cents per gross to thirty-six cents per 
gross, amounting in a loss to general 
revenue of £2,000 ; and whether, in view 
of the effect of such reduction upon the 
local match industry at Port of Spain, 
employing some eighty people, he pro- 


| poses to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The revision of 
the Trinidad tariff has recently been 
under consideration, but the Secretary of 
State is not yet aware what alterations 
are proposed. He understands, how- 


| ever, that they are expected to result in 


an increase of revenue ; and it is possible 
that they may include a reduction of the 
import duty on matches, 


Coolie Riot at Couva, Trinidad. 
Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he is aware that a riot recently 
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took place among the indentured coolies 
on Perseverance Estate, Couva, Trinidad, 
resulting in the murder of William 
M’Kenzie, senior overseer; that dis- 
content exists among the indentured 
coolies, seventy from the Kleinwort 
Estate being charged at the Couva police 
court during January, February, and 
March for various offences; and, if so, 
will he order an investigation into the 
whole of the circumstances. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No information 
has as yet been received on the subject 
of the riot referred to, but the Governor 
will be asked for a Report on the matters 
referred to in the hon. Member's 
(Question. 


Sir A. Swettenham. 

Str GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether all the corres 
pondence which passed between this 
Government and Sir Alexander Swetten- 
ham, in relation to the Admiral Davis 
incident and to his retirement, has been 
published ; and, if not, will he lay it 
upon the ‘Table of the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No Sir. There 
is a considerable volume of  corres- 
pondence upon the details of the incident 
to which the hon. Member refers ; but 
his Majesty’s Government have decided, 
after careful consideration of all the cir- 
cumstances, that the public interest would 
not be served by its publication either 
here or in the United States, and that 
such publication is wholly unnecessary to 
enable a just opinion to be formed on 
the only point on which fault has been 
officially found with Sir A. Swettenham, 
viz., the propriety of his letter. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the Government have know- 
ledge of any reasons which prompted 
Sir Alexander Swettenham to dispense 
with the services of 
landed by Admiral Davis other than 
those published in his letter to the Ad- 
miral ; and, if so, whether he will state 
them. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Government 
believe they are in possession of all the 
material facts, but the propriety of Sir 
Alexander Swettenham’s action in dis- 
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pensing with the services of the con- 
tingent has not been called in question, 
and no useful purpose, but the reverse, 
would be served by setting forth the 
reasons for it. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in view of further information 
received as to the privacy of the letter 
addressed by Sir Alexander Swettenham 
to Admiral Davis, and that a private 
letter of the kind should not have been 
published without permission, and that 
this Government had not requisite know- 
ledge of all the facts when it administered 
its rebuke to Sir Alexander Swettenham 
on 22nd January, whether it can see its 
way to make due apology and reparation 
to him. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: 


in the negative. 


The Answer is 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry): I beg toask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if the 
three telegrams, Nos. 2, 3, and 4, of the 
published correspondence, are the only 
official communications received by the 
Colonial Oftice from the Governor of 
Jamaica relative to the letters which 
passed between him and Rear-Admiral 
Davis; and if the telegram No. 2 con- 
tained any explanation of the letters. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Further official 
communications have been received from 
Sir A. Swettenham with regard to the 
correspondence between himself and Ad- 
miral Davis, but His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have decided that it would be 
contrary to the public interest to publish 
any further Papers. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if the Colonial Office will 
place before the House the message sent 
by Admiral Davis to his superior officer, 
Admiral Evans, relating to Sir A. 
Swettenham, 


Mr. CHURCHILL : The question of 
publishing a report from one officer in 
the United States Service to another 
officer of that service is obviously a 
matter which does not fall within the 
province of His Majesty’s Government, 
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Mr. REMNANT: Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman aware that the letter ml 
| 
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already been published in the news- 
papers ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is not the 
practice of the Government of this country 
to publish as official Papers what is pub- 
lished in newspapers. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley), calling the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that the letter 
he was now asked to publish absolutely ex- | 
onerated Sir A. Swettenham from the 
charge brought against him, asked 
whether, in justice to this House and for 
the honour of the country, he would not 
publish that letter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL did not see how 
the honour of the country and the House 
of Commons was involved in the question 
whether there should be published as an 
official Paper a letter already made public 
in many newspapers. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER asked if it 
was not the case that the Government 
originally took action upon a_ letter 
published in the newspapers. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No action was 
taken upon a newspaper publication ex- 
cept in the event of that publication 
being accepted and endorsed by Sir A. 
Swettenham. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Do hon. 
Gentlemen above the gangway want to 
get up a war with the United States 4 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
if His Majesty’s Government are in pos- 
session of a copy of Rear-Admiral Davis’s 
answer to the letter from the mayor of 
Kingston ; and, if so, whether they will 
publish it. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The correspon- | 
dence was published in the Jamaica Gleaner 
of the 19th January. There appears to 
be no reason for re-publishing it. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
if he will say whether the letters pub- | 
blished in [Cd. 3403} between Rear. | 
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Admiral Davis and Sir A. Swettenham 
were official communications ; and whether 
he has any official information showing 
by whom they were communicated to the 
Press. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Correspondence 
passing between the (Governor of a 
British Colony and the Admiral of a 
foreign fleet upon matters of public 
importance lying wholly within the 
scope of their respective official duties, 
is necessarily official correspondence in 
the strictest sense, and cannot be divested 
of its official character by any informality 
in expression. The Answer to the second 
part of the Question is in the negative. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, in reference to the 
Papers recently presented, whether Sir 
Alexander Swettenham was requested by 
the Colonial Office to withdraw his 
resignation ; and, if so, on what grounds 
the request was made. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Sir Alexander 
Swettenham was not requested to with 
draw his resignation, but was given 
the opportunity of doing so if he wished. 
He preferred not to avithdraw it. 


Chinese Coolies in the Transvaal. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
what is the total number of Chinese 
indentured labourers in the Transvaal at 
the present time ; and what number have 
arrived since Ist January of this year. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The number of 
Chinese coolies employed on the 31st of 
March was, according to a_ telegram 
received through Reuter’s agency, 53,651. 
About 2,000 were imported early in 
January, since when there have been and 
there will be no further importations. 


Education of Coolie Children in Ceylon. 

Sir C. SCHWANN (Manchester, N ): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies what is the present 
position in Ceylon with regard to the 
education of children in that Colony, 
especially with reference to elementary 
education of coolie children on the tea 
plantations in estate schools and other- 
wise. 
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in the rural and planting districts of 
Ceylon has, I understand, been read a 
second time in the Ceylon Legislature 
and referred to a Committee of that body. 


British Indian Storekeepers in Natal. 

Sir C. SCHWANN : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the further refusals by the licensing 
officer, under the Dealers’ Licensing Act | 
of that Colony, to renew the shop licences 
of the British-Indian storekeepers of 
Natal, Ismail Saley Mahomed, store- 
keeper, of Harding, Natal, established 
eleven years, ‘Tl. Mahomed, Ghouse, and 
Company, of Pietermaritzburg, Natal, 
established eighteen years, Shaboodeen, 
of Pietermaritzburg, Natal, established 
twenty-five years, M. K. Pillay, of Pieter- 
maritzburg, Natal, established several 
years ; and whether he will make further 
representations to the Natal Government 
calling attention to the manner in which 
the Act is being adininistered., 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No official infor- 
mation has been received, though I have 
seon one of the cases reported in the 
Press. In this case the refusal to issue 
the licence was, I understand, withdrawn. 
Inquiry shall be made. 


Turkish Customs Duty. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
when the House will be given an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the increase in the 
Turkish Customs Duty to which the 
British Government have consented. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp | 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick) : Very 
full Papers will be laid before Parliament, 
and will, of course, be available for debate 
on the usual opportunities. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Can the right hon. 
Baronet say approximately when Papers 
will be laid ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY : They are being 
got ready as quickly as possible. 


The Assouan Dam. 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for ! 
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Foreign Affairs whether the contract for 
the proposed raising of the Assouan 
Dam, by over twenty-five feet, will be 
put out to public tender ; and, if not, can 
he state to the House how this work is 
to be carried out. 


Sr EDWARD GREY: An offer from 
Messrs. Aird to raise the dam for 
£E1,037,000 has been accepted. 


Mr. ASHLEY : Is this money to be 
provided out of the revenue of Egypt ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Mr. BOWLES: Was this the only 
offer received, or was an opportunity 
afforded to other firms to undertake the 
work ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I will make 


inquiries as to that. 


Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any correspondence has passed 
between the Foreign Office and Lord 
Cromer as to the allocation of the con- 
tract for the proposed heightening of the 
Assonan Dam; and, if so, whether he 
can lay that correspondence upon the 
Table or state its purport to the House. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: No corre- 
spondence regarding the allocation of the 
contract has passed with Lord Cromer, 
with the exception of a telegram stating 
that Messrs. Aird’s offer has been 
accepted, 


Sequel to the Denshawai Incident. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will state under what law 
the Egyptian Government continues to 
penalise the entire population of the 
village of Denshawai by mulcting them 
in heavily increased payments for village 
watchmen, and by refusing to allow any 
inhabitant to commute military service 
by payment, besides degrading the 
village by making it technically sub- 
ordinate to another of less size. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: I am_ not 
aware that any special law was enacted 
or required for these matters, which 
seem to be purely administrative, and I 
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have nothing to add to the Answers 
previously given on this Question. 


Questions. 


Egyptian Date Tree Tax. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Legislative Council 
of Egypt has repeatedly urged on the 
Egyptian Government the expedience of 
abolishing the tax on date trees ; whether 
he is aware that cultivators have not only 
to pay the tax on the trees but the tax on 
the land on which they grow, and which 
is necessarily withdrawn from other cul- 
tivation, while orchards are free of tax ; 
and, seeing that the tax on date trees is 
thus restrictive of production of food and 
useful material which Egypt could easily 
produce, and which has now to be im- | 
ported, whether he will instruct the | 
British Agency to advise the Egyptian | 
Government to abolish it. | 





Sir EDWARD GREY : As has already 
been stated, the question of the date tax is 
to be more fully studied by the Egyptian 
Government in the current year. The 
fiscal policy is in favour of lessening the 
burden of taxation generally wherever 
possible. But, in view of difficulties of 
detail and of necessities of revenue, it is 
impossible for the Egyptian Government 
to give any pledge as to how this par- 
ticular tax can be dealt with. 


Mr. ASHLEY: May I ask if it is not 
the fact that even after the land tax and 
date tax have been paid the capital in- 
vested in the date tree cultivation in 
Egypt pays the not inconsiderable divi- 
dend of from 9 to 12 per cent. 


Str EDWARD GREY: I must ask for 
notice of that. 


Factory Legislation in Egypt. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, with reference to the Answer 
given by him to a Question asked on the 
4th December, 1906,7 whether it is not in 
the power of the Egyptian Government 
to obtain from the Court of Appeal of the 
mixed tribunals power to apply factory | 
legislation to Europeans, provided that | 
the punishment for infractiun does not | 
exceed les peines de simple police; and 
whether, having regard to this fact, he 





| 





+ See (4) Debates, clxvi., 747. 
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will advise the Egyptian Government to 
introduce legislation regulating the hours 


of labour, fencing of machinery, and sani- 
tary conditions, in factories and mines, 


Questions. 


Sim EDWARD GREY: I have hada re- 
port on this subject since the Question re- 
ferred to in December, and am informed 
that a Factory Act, however desirable, 
would require the assent of fifteen different 
Powers, which it would practically be im- 
possible to obtain. I will make inquiry 
as to the st tement contained in the first 
part of the Question. 


Sunderland Death by Blood Poisoning. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if he is yet in a position to 
report the result of his investigations in 
regard to the death of Ann Wilson at 
Sunderland through — blood-poisoning, 
alleged to have been set up through the 
dressing used by manufacturers in the 
making of calico. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): As I have just 
informed the hon. Member, I obtained a 
piece of the calico and had it subjected to 
analysis by an expert, who, after various 
experiments, reported that it was free 
from pathogenic organisms, the organisms 
found being both common contaminations 
of any material which is exposed to air. 


Vaccination Case at Romsey. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the [ome Department if his at- 
tention has been called to the case of Mr. 
G. Reeves, of Castle Lane Farm, Chil- 
worth, near Romsey, Hampshire, who 
was summoned under the Vaccination 
Acts, threatened with a warrant because 
he did not appear, and, when he did 
appear, charged 8s. for a warrant which 
was not issued ; and whether he proposes 
to take steps to prevent such action by 
magistrates in vaccination cases. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have made 
inquiry in this case and -find that the 
defendant was summoned, that he did not 
obey the summons, and told the officer 
who served it that he did not intend to 
appear, that he was then warned that a 
warrant for his arrest might be issued, 
and that on his still failing to appear a 
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warrant was accordingly made ort and 
signed. Later in the day, when the 
Court was over, he appeared, and out of 
consideration for him the Justices who 
were present heard the case. He was 
not ordered to pay the fee chargeable in 
respect of the warrant. There is no 
occasion for any action on my part. 


Mr. LUPTON : Is it necessary for 
a defendant to appear in these cases ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE was understood to 
reply that the Bench had the power to 
insist on attendance. 


Railway Rates for Horticultural Produce. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if his attention has been called to 
the dissatisfaction which exists in the 
fruit and vegetable trades with regard to 
the excessive rates charged by railway 
companies on such goods ; and if, in view 
of the fact that these rates were originally 
framed when this traffic was much 
smaller than it is to-day, he will take 
steps to bring about a reclassification of 
the existing rates. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Groreer, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Complaints of this nature 
were brought to my notice some months 
ago by a deputation of traders who under- 
took to supply me with a statement of 
facts giving particular instances of the 
grievances in question. They have not 
yet supplied me with these facts, but 
when they do so I will gladly endeavour 
to bring about a conference between the 
representatives of the traders and the 
railway companies to discuss the matter. 


Protection against the Sea at Spurn Point. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he intends to have the seabank 
running from Easington to Kilnsea, in 
East Yorkshire, reconstructed during the 
summer in order to prevent the flooding 
of the low-lying lands in that district 
which takes place at every abnormal tide ; 
and whether he is aware that unless this 
is done the road, which is the only means 
of communication with the Spurn and 
Kilnsea village, will be destroyed; and 
that there is also the danger of the sea 
breaking through this neck of land and 
joining with the Humber. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The main- 
tenance of seabanks for the protection 
of the low lands of Kilnsea and Easington 
is a duty devolving not upon the Govern- 
ment but upon the owners of the land 
liable to be flooded and upon the 
Commissioners of Sewers for the east 

arts of the East Riding of Yorkshire. 
Fasneanieal that the Commissioners are 
considering the construction of a short 
seabank across the narrowest portion of 
the Kilnsea low level to prevent the 
flooding of a considerable portion of the 
area referred to. The Government in 
1903 offered a contribution of £400 
towards the construction of a bank which 
the Commissioners proposed at that time 
to make, as it was considered that it 
would assist in protecting the road to the 
Spurn Point works and the coastguard 
station, but that bank has not been 
proceeded with. The Commissioners 
have recently applied to the Government 
to renew their offer of £400 in connection 
with the work now proposed on the 
ground that it will protect the road, 
The matter is now under consideration. 


German Steamship Competition for 
Australasian Trade. 


Sir HOWARD. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board oi 
Trade if his attention has been directed 
to the intention of two German steam- 
ship lines to endeavour to capture tho 


British carrying trade between New 
York and Australasia; and in such 


case, if he will take advantage cf 
the presence in this country of the 
Imperial statesmen from Greater Britain 
to confer with them as to the best means 
of counteracting an enterprise calculated 
to involve a rate war unfavourable to 
the manufacturers and artisans of this 
country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have seen 
statements to the general effect indicated 
in the first part of the Question. As to 
the last part I can only say that various 
matters affecting British and Foreign 
shipping will come up for discussion at 
the Imperial Conference now sitting. 


Smallpox in Germany. 

Mr. LUPTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether, in view of the epidemic of small- 
pox in Germany and the probable deriva- 
tion of vaccine from variolous matter in 
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that country, he will take steps to prohibit 
the importation of vaccine from the Con- 
tinent into England during such time as 
the epidemic may continue. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): I have no informa- 
tion as to there being an epidemic of 
smallpox in Germany, though I am aware 
that there has been some prevalence of 
the disease on the frontier at Metz. I 
have no authority to prohibit the importa- 
tion of lymph from the Continent, and | 
may add that I understand that any 
vaccine of variolous origin which is current 
in Germany and which is liable to be 
imported into this country would have 
been frequently passed through the calf. 

Mr. LUPTON: Is not Metz in 
Germany ! 

Mr. JOHN BURNS: Yes. 

Mr. LUPTON : 
Gentleman send a Commission to inquire 
into the facts 4 


[No Answer was given. | 


Vaccination Bill. 
Mr. LUPTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local 


introduce the Vaccination Bill. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: To-day, Sir. 
Vaccine Used at Metz. 

Mr. LUPTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board if he will ascertain whether the 
vaccine made in Germany for general 
consumption is derived from matter of 
variolous origin, as reported by Dr. 
Kelsch recently to the Académie Médicale 
of Paris: and, if so, whether he has any 


official information showing that the use | 
of such vaccine in Metz accounted in part | 


for the outbreak of smallpox in that city 
and neighbourhood. 


Mr. BURNS: My attention has not 
been drawn to any such Report by Dr. 
Kelsch as is referred to in the Question. 
It does not appear to me to be necessary 
to make inquiry as to the vaccine made 
in Germany for general consumption. 
The Answer to the last part of the 
Question is in the negative. 


{COMMONS} 


Will the right hon. | 


Government | 
Board at what date he proposes to | 


(Juestrons, (00 


House Drainage Regulations in London. 

Mr. T. DAVIES (Fulham): I beg to 
/ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware of the 
expense imposed upon sanitary authorities 
in regard to combined drainage, to some 
| extent as the result of the decision of the 
Court of Appeal (Silles v. Fulham 
Borough Council); whether he is aware 
| that the cost to the ratepayers of London 
jalone is over £40,000 per annum to 
| maintain such drains, and in view of 
| that will he bring in a Bill to amend the 
‘law, so that dishonest builders and 
| houseowners are no longer able sur- 
'reptitiously to connect the drains of two 
or more houses, thereby to throw the cost 
'of maintaining purely private drainage 
| from their own shoulders to those of the 
| ratepayers ; and, if he is not prepared to 
bring in a Bill himself, will he give his 
support to a Bill if brought in by a 
private Member on behalf of the Metro- 
politan borough councils. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have received 
| representations to the effect stated in the 
Question. The subject is one of difficulty, 
and I could not give any pledge to pro- 
pose legislation with regard to it this 
session. I am ready to consider any 
measure which may be introduced on 
behalf of the borough councils for dealing 
with the matter, but, of course, I could 
not say beforehand that the Bill will be 
one which I could support. 


Irish Poor Law Officers and the Census 
Returns. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether applications 
i have been made to the Royal Com- 
|mission on Poor Laws by Irish Poor 
| Law officers for payment for the work 
entailed in the preparation of the Census 
Returns required by them in the year 
1906; whether he will see his way to 
recommend payment to those officers who 
requested it at the time they were 
| furnishing the information ; and whether, 
| in the event of further information being 
| required by the Commission in any part 
| of the United Kingdom, provision will be 
| made for remuneration to the officers 
| affected. 


| Mr. JOHN BURNS: I understand 
| that applications of the kind referred to 
have b2en made to the Royal Commission, 





700 


on. 
r to 
ern- 
the 
ities 
ome 
the 
ham 
yare 
don 
| tO 
of 
the 
and 
sur- 
two 
cost 
age 
the 
dl to 
his 
ya 
‘tro- 


ived 
the 
ilty, 
pro- 
this 
any 
| on 
ling 
ould 
1 be 


nsus 


ee 
socal 
sions 
Som- 
Poor 
vork 
nsus 
vear 
y to 
who 
were 
ther, 
eng 
part 
Il be 
icers 


tand 
ad. to 
sion, 





701 Questions. 


It would not come within my province 
to make recommendations to the Com- 


mission with regard to Irish Poor Law | 
ofticers; but I am informed that the | 


Commission are not at present able to 
say that further information may not be 
called for by them, and that they have 
deferred the question of any remunera- 
tion until this has been ascertained. 


Bournville Postmen’s Sunday Duty Pay. 
Mr. T. F. RICHARDS: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that men are employed doing post- 
men’s work on Sundays at Bournville and 
are only paid 4d. per hour ; and whether 
he will take steps to see that proper 
payment is made for these duties. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): The established and auxiliary post- 
men at Bournville are paid at the 


authorised scale rates for Sunday duty | 


which, at their present wages, are 9d. an 
hour and 8d. an hour respectively, and 
the man who is employed on alternate 
Sundays as substitute for the established 
postman is paid 2s, for a duty of three 
and a quarter hours. On Sunday the 
24th ultimo it was necessary to obtain 
assistance to deliver a large batch of 
election circulars, and the ordinary rate 
authorised for outdoor Sunday overtime 
work performed by sub-postmasters’ assis- 
tants, namely, 4d. an hour, was paid. 


Training of Students in Foreign 
Languages. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Bath): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
if he can state how many students from 
training colleges have been sent to France 


and Germany for special training in) 


foreign languages, and how many of such 
students have utilised their knowledge so 
gained by being subsequently employed 


in schools where foreign languages are | 


taught. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): During the last ten 
years seventy-one men and 204 women 
have been granted «a third year of train- 
ing abroad. Of these thirty-three men 
and 179 women proceeded to France, and | 
twenty-nine men and two women to Ger- | 
many. The remaining — thirty - two 
students applied during the current year, ' 


{30 Aprit 1907} 


702 


| and the Board have not yet been informed 

| in which country the training will be 
taken. The Board have no information 
as to the second part of my hon. friend’s 
Question. 


Questions. 


Rifle Shooting in Hartlepool School. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
if he is yet in a position to report the 
result of his inquiries as to the teaching 
of rifle shooting at Halley’s Field Upper 
Standard School, Hartlepool. 


Mr. McKENNA: I have made in- 
quiries as to the incidents to which my 
hon. friend refers. I find that targets 
have been exhibited in the corrider of the 
school, but not in the classrooms. So 
far as can be ascertained, no instruction 
in rifle-shooting or sighting has been given 
in school hours and no boy has ever been 
reprimanded in school for being absent 
from such instruction. My hon. friend is 
doubtless aware that the use to which the 
school premises may be put out of school 
hours, rests not with the Board of Educa- 
tion, but with the local education 
authority. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: Is it not the 
fact that the inspector only made inquiries 
of the schoolmaster who was responsible 
for allowing the targets to be placed 
there ? 

Mr. MCKENNA: I will inquire as to 
that. 


School Nomenclature. 

Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Skipton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether, in the 
compilation of the new official list of 
public elementary schools in the revised 
nomenclature of non-provided schools, he 
has adopted the principle of omitting the 
epithet Church of England, National, or 
British, and simply associated the title of 
the school with the village or township in 
single-school areas. 

Mr. McKENNA: The epithets 
National and British have been uni- 
versally omitted. Church of England 
has been allowed in cases where the 
managers have applied for it, but only 
when that epithet or National formed part 
of the name of the school before. Owing 
to the possibility of confusion subsequently 
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arising and to the difficulty of determining 
which of several thousands can properly 
be regarded as justifying special treat- 
ment, it has not, as I had previously hoped, 
been found possible to differentiate between 
single school areas and other areas. 
Moreover, I think with my right hon. 
predecessor that there is much to be said 
in favour of a name which gives clear 
information to parents as to the character 
of religious teaching which their children 
would receive if they attended the school. 


Questions. 


{COMMONS}, 





*Mr. CLOUGH: Arising out of that 
Answer, may I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man if he considers that this wholesale | 
conversion of non-provided schools into | 
flagrantly denominational schools is con- | 
sistent with the reply given by his pre- | 
decessor on 20th December last on the | 
same subject to the effect that “in the 
great majority of cases the excision of | 
the word ‘national ’——-— 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is | 
violating two Rules, first he is asking as | 
to a matter of opinion, and secondly he is 
quoting a former Answer. 


*Mr. CLOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether in the cases of Bracewell, Cold 
Coniston, Easington Dale Head, Garsdale, 
Grassington, Kildwick, Rathmell, Salter- | 
forth, Settle, and Thornton-in-Lonsdale, 
all single school areas in the Skipton 
division, the epithet Church of England 
has been substituted for National ; | 
whether these changes have been made 
at the suggestion of properly-convened 
boards of managers in every instance ; 
whether the views of the local education 
authority with regard to each of these 
changes in nomenclature have always 
been ascertained ; and will he state why 
the principle of omitting the epithet 
National and simply associating the titles 
of the schools with the respective villages 
or townships in these ten single school 
areas has not been adopted. 








Mr. MCKENNA: The Answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The | 
names proposed have been notified to the | 
Board by the official correspondents, and | 
the Board cannot but assume that they 
represent the views of the managers. 
The managers were requested in each 
case to forward a copy of their suggestion | 
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to the local education authority in order 
that that body might have an opportunity 
of submitting any observations on the 
names proposed by the managers. I 
have already dealt in the Answer which 
I have just given with the last paragraph 
of my hon. friend’s Question. 


Cowper-Temple Clause. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education whether 
the repeal of Section 16 of the Education 
Act of 1870 by the Education Act of 
1902 has the effect of depriving the 
3oard of Education of any power to 
interfere in the case of infringements of 
the Cowper-Temple clause by local educa- 
tion authorities ; and, if so, what remedy 
is provided for such infringement. 


Mr. McKENNA: The repeal of See- 


| tion 16 deprives the Board of Education 


of the power to decide what constitutes 
an infringement of the Cowper-Temple 
clause, and they have, therefore, now no 


| authority to interfere unless and until a 


competent Court has decided that a local 


' education authority has contravened the 
| statute. 


The remedy would seem to lie 
either in an application to the auditor 
to disallow any items of expenditure 
which may have been incurred in the 
giving of instruction prohibited by the 
Cowper-Temple clause or in an applica- 
tion to the Court for an injunction. 


State Mineral Rights. 
Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich): 
I beg to ask the lresident of the Board 
of Trade whether any mining companies 
have ever entered into negotiations with 
his Department before extending mining 
operations below low-water mark, in 
recognition of the right of the State to 
minerals thus extracted; and, if so, to 
what extent has this been done. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 


| THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- 


bury): Minerals under the sea belong to 
Crown and are under the management of 
the Commissioners of Woods. It is the 
usual course for persons desiring to carry 
on mining operations under the sea to 
apply to the Commissioners for a lease, 
and many such leases have been granted 
reserving rents and royalties to the 
Crown. 
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Questions. 


Income-Tax Incidence. 


shall pay income-tax on the lower scale. 


not free from difficulty. 


Whitburn Beach, Sunderland. 


Whitburn, near Sunderland ; and, if not, 
the same, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I am informed 
that tipping on the beach will 
discontinued in about a month’s time. 


Agricultural Instruction. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N) : I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether the 








Departmental Committee appointed to 
report on the provision of technical 
classes in agriculture for England will, 
hefore reporting, inspect the work of the 
kind now being carried on in Ireland 
under the Irish Agricultural and Technical 
Department. 


THE TREASURER or THe HOUSE- 
HOLD, (Sir EpwArp STRACHEY, Somer- 
set, S.): We shall be happy to bring the 
siggestion of the hon. Member to the 
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Mr. WILES (Islington, 8.) : I beg to | 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if, | 
on his rearrangement of the incidence of | 
the income-tax, he will provide that 
small shareholders in private limited | 
companies, who are also employees of the | 
said companies and receive shares and 
dividend as part of their remuneration, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend will not fail to bear in mind my | Department just issued for last year. 
hon. friend’s suggestion, but the matter is 


Mr. SUMMERBELL : I beg to ask sury whether he can 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he can | the calculations from which the sum of 
say whether the Harton Coal Company 
have abated the nuisance of tipping slag, 
firebrick, and cinders on to the beach at | the county council of Sligo, was arrived 


4 





notice of the Chairman of the Committee, 
who will, [ am sure, give it careful con- | 
. = | 
sideration. | 


the 


Carrain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is) 
the hon. baronet aware that the Irish 
Agricultural Department has proved of 
little or no practical benefit to Irish 
farmers ¢ 


I am 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY : 





not aware of that, 
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Captain DONELAN: Is the hon. 
baronet aware that I live in the heart of 
an agricultural district in Ireland and can 
speak with personal knowledge ? 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY: The 
hon. Gentleman misunderstands me; my 
answer should have been that I have no 
official knowledge. 


| Mr. BARRIE: I beg to direct the hon. 
| baronet’s attention to the Report of the 


Irish Land Purchase Finance. 
| Mr. P. A. MCHUGH (Sligo, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
state in detail 


| 


| £1,506 19s. 7d., deducted in respect of 
land purchase from grants payable to 


at, also the calculations on which the 


whether he will take action in regard to isum of £66 17s, 5d. was directly de- 


|ducted from the share of the Sligo 
proven district, and the sum of £79 
| from the share of the guardians of Sl'go 
union ; will full particulars of all dedue 
tions from grants be furnished to all 
public bodies concerned ; is he aware that 
Sligo borough is one of the corporate 
towns in Ireland in which the rating 
powers of the municipal councils are 
limited by local Acts ; and can he state 
the amount of the deductions in the 
other corporate towns similarly situated. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, in regard to the £70,996 
deducted in respect of land purchasé 
transactions from grants to public bodies 
in Ireland, how much of that sum has 
been deducted in the case of each of the 
county boroughs Dublin, Cork, Limerick, 
Waterford, Belfast, and Londonderry, 
and how much in the case of each of the 
non-county boroughs Kilkenny, Droghe la, 
Wexford, Clonmel, and Sligo. 


I beg further to ask the Secretary to 
Treasury whether the sums of 
£66 17s. 5d. and £79, deducted from the 
grants payable to the Sligo Corporation 
and to the Sligo beard of guardians in 
respect of the urban district respectively, 
are included in the sum of £1,506 
deducted from the grants payable to 
Sligo county council; whether the 
borough of Sligo, being under ‘its local 
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Act responsible for a portion of the 
county-at-large charges, is bound to make 
good its portion of this £1,506 ; whether 
the average yearly contribution to the 
Corporation of Sligo from the Local 
Taxation Account was, for the five years 
ended 31st March, 1906, only £170; and 
can he say how much of the Local Taxa- 
tion Grant will be payable to the corpora- 
tion for the year 1906-7 after deducting 
the sums chargeable against it for losses 
in connection with land purchase. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrrect, Bristol, N.): My 
hon. friend has asked me to answer this 
and the two following Questions. The 
answers are necessarily of considerable 
length and include tabular statements. 
It would be more convenient to circulate 
printed answers with the Votes,+ and 
with the hon. Member’s permission I will 
adopt that course. 


Cork and the Guarantee Fund. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state on what estate or estates in 
Cork county the sum of £831 arrears of 
purchase annuities which have been 
deducted from the Guarantee Fund have 
accrued ; how much of these arrears have 
been paid up since the 3lst January, 
1907 ; how is the sum of £4,050, also 
deducted from the county share of the 
fund, arrived at; whether adequate 
particulars with full details of these 
stoppages are furnished to the respective 
councils ; and what means, if any, do the 
county councils possess for testing the 
correctness of the Treasury deductions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: My hon. friend has 
asked me to answer this Question. For 
the purpose of computing the arrears to 
be drawn from the Guarantee Fund 
reference is made solely to the deficiency 
of earch county as a whole, and not to the 
various estates within the county. The 
hon. Member will, however, find in the 
Annual Report of the Land Commission 
for 1906, at page 144, a table giving 
particulars of the case of every tenant 
purchaser then one year and upwards in 
arrear, Out of the arrear of £831 
mentioned in the Question, the sum of 
£544 14s. 8d. has since been paid. The 
Answer to the remainder of the Question 


+ See cols. 667-8. 
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includes a tabular statement, and with 
the hon. Member's permission I will 
furnish a full Answer with the Votes.{ 


Mr. FLYNN: If the arrears only 
amount to the small sum of £831, of 
which £544 has since been paid, why are 
the ratepayers of the county to he 
debited in advance by one-third, when 
the sum has been almost all re. 
covered ? 2 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think the hon. 
Member will find the Answer to that in 
the Answer [ have promised to circulate 
to another Question. 


Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland how many 
foreign trawlers other than Norwegian, 
recently reported to have been seen 
trawling in the Moray Firth, have been 
examined by the Scottish authorities ; 
and whether any English fishermen have 
been found on board. 


THE SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stnciair, Forfarshire) : Only one 
foreign trawler, other than Norwegian, 
has been observed during the last fort- 
night, and no English fishermen were 
reported to be on board. 


Inspection of Scottish Dairies. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
will grant a Return of the number of 
local authorities who have, and of those 
who have not, appointed veterinary 
surgeons to carry out the provisions con- 
tained in Sections 43 and 60 of The 
Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897, and 
in Article 3 of the Dairies, Cowsheds, 
and Milkshops Order of 1899. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: [ am informed that 
all the burghal and ninety seven out of a 
total number of 107 county authorities 
have approved the employment of 
veterinary surgeons for the purposes of 
Section 43 of The Public Health (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897. 


Mr. WATT: 1 beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will grant a 
Return for each of the years 1905 and 
1906 of the number of inspections made 





t See col. 669 
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by approved veterinary surgeons in terms 
of Section 60 (1) and (2), respectively, of 
The Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Returns for 
1906 are as yet incomplete. In 1905 
twenty-three inspections were made in 
terms of Section 60 (1), and eighteen in 
terms of Section 60 (2). 


West Clare Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of evicted tenants reinstated in 
West Clare, especially on the Vandeleur 
estate, who have received instalments to 
help them to till their farms, and also 
the number that have not received instal- 
ments; and whether he will use his 
influence with the Estates Commissioners 
to give immediate assistance to those 


who have not received advancements, in | 


order to help them to till their land. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- | 
sioners inform me that sixty-two evicted | 


tenants have been reinstated in county 
Clare. Of these thirty have been rein- 
stated on the Vandeleur estate, and the 
Commissioners have already sanctioned 


grants, amounting in all to £2,618, to | 


some twenty-five of the latter tenants. 


The Commissioners appear to be doing | 


all that can be done in the matter, but in 
any event 1 could not interfere with 
their discretion in such cases. 


Irish Lunacy Expenditure. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether he can state 
what was the amount of money expended 
in the year 1906 on lunatic asylums in 
Ireland ; what portion of the sum went 
to the upkeep of the inmates and what 
was the amount for administration ; and 
can he also state what was the sum ex- 
pended in the same year on the poor- 
houses in Ireland, differentiating in 
the same way between inmates and 
administration. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The expenditure upon 
lunatic asylums for the year ending 
3lst March, 1906, cannot yet be stated, 
as the audit for that year has not been 
completed. It will not be possible to 
differentiate between the expenditure 
upon inmates and administration, for 





{30 ApRIL 1907} 





(Questions. 710 


‘though the accounts will show the 
| expenditure on salaries and pensions, they 
| will not show the outlay upon food, ete., 
| for the inmates and staff separately. The 
| total expenditure of boards of guardians 
|for the same year was £1,285,989. Of 
this amount £460,016 was for in- 
maintenance ; £228,870 for out-relief, 
and £196,709 for salaries and rations. 
The balance fell under various heads. 


Mr. JOYCE: When may we expect 
to have the accounts ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed there 
will be no great delay. 


Ballaghaline Pier. 

Mr. HALPIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in accordance with his 
hope to introduce a Bill at an early date, 
he will introduce a Bill to enable the 
| Clare County Council to avail themselves 
of the money allocated to be spent on the 
fishing pier at Ballaghaline, county Clare, 
so as to enable the work to be proceeded 
with early in the summer. 





Mr. BIRRELL: I had hoped to intro- 
duce before now a Bill for extending the 
power of local authorities to contribute 
to works of the nature referred to in 
the Question. Differences, however, 
have arisen between the Department of 
Agriculture and the Board of Works as 
to the authority to be charged with the 
execution of works to the cost of which 
the Department may contribute, and in 
the circumstances the introduction of the 
Bill has been unavoidably delayed. The 
| matter is still the subject of negotiations. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Will the right hon. Gentleman bear 
in mind that the money for this pier was 
allocated seven years ago, that the delay in 
going on with the work is due simply to 
a technical difficulty, and in view of the 
fact that work is urgently needed by the 
poor fishermen in the district, will he see 
that the money is allowed to be spent 
this year ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will do my best. 


Wandesforde Castlecomer Estate. 

Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
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a majority of tenants on the Wandesforde 
Castlecomer estate, and that a number of 
the tenants, though signing, have ex- 


pressed requests to have their farms | 


inspected by the Estates Commissioners 
so that the Government may be able to 
see the value of the holdings before the 
money is advanced ; and whether the 
Estates Commissioners will see that these 
requests are acceded to, and will, on 
visiting the estate, take into considera- 
tion the case of those tenants who have 
not as yet signed but are anxious to 
buy on terms fixed by the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that the majority of 
the purchase agreements in this case were 
lodged in February, 1907. Before 
advances are made the holdings will be 
inspected in all cases not within the 
zones, and the holdings of the tenants 
who have not signed agreements to 
purchase will also be inspected, in order 
that the Commissioners may be in a 
position to decide whether the action of 
those tenants was reasonable. 


Irish Government Credit Balances. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer how much has been received 
as interest on the credit balances of the 
Irish Government Departments, and 
upon moneys placed on deposit by them, 
under the arrangements made by his 
predecessor up to the 3lst March, 
1907, and to what purposes has this 
interest been devoted; and if he will 
consider the question of utilising the 
interest received upon these moneys to 
assist the financing of the Land Purchase 
(Ireland) Act of 1903. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. Asquitn) : 
I am informed that the sums received as 
interest for the year ended the 31st 
March, 1907, on the balances of 
Government money on deposit account 
at the Bank of Ireland amounted to a 
total of £21,695. These interest pay- 


ments were carried to credit of the 
various acounts on which they arose. A 
sum of £11,406, more than half the total, 
arose on the Separate Credits Account of 
the Irish Land Commission and was 
applied for the benefit of the separate 
estates concerned therein. The remainder 
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accrucd to the Ireland Development 
Grant, the Local Taxation Account, and 
the accounts of the Department of Agri- 
culture and other Departments in Ireland. 
It would not be possible to divert these 
receipts from the accounts to which they 
respectively belong and to apply them in 
financing Lrish Land Purchase. 


Irish Poor Law Reform. 

Mr. BARRIE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland when he intends to introduce the 
Government proposals for Poor Law 
reform in Ireland. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I beg to refer to the 
Answer which I gave to a similar Question 
put by the hon. Member for North 
Kilkenny on the 5th of last month, 
namely, the Government deem it neces- 
sary to consider carefully the recom- 
mendations of the Viceregal Commission 
as a whole before undertaking the 
necessary legislation to give effect to 
them. This will occupy a considerable 
time, and I am therefore not in a 
position to make any detinite statement 
in the matter. 


Irish Civil Service. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the ‘Treasury whether a clerk in one of 
the Dublin Castle offices, who applied 
some time ago for an increase of salary, 
as allowed by the Civil Service rules, was, 
at the suggestion of Sir Robert Holmes, 
removed from the work on which he was 
engaged and replaced by a clerk of longer 
service; whether he will consider, in 
conjunction with the facts recently placed 
before him, the contrast afforded by this 
case and the cases of Sir Robert's per- 
sonal clerks, who were, at the time of 
their promotions, and would still be, in 
the ordinary course of things, very 
junior members of their respective 
classes; and whether he will further 
consider what weight, if any, should be 
given to any further representations 
made by Sir Robert Holmes to the 
Treasury in cases such as these. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the reply which I gave 
him on the 23rd instant. + 








t.See (4) Debates, elxxii., 1577. 
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Irish Court of Judicature Investments. 
Mr. P. A. McHUGH: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
with reference to the Return just issued 
by him showing receipts and payments of 
the Accountant-General of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland, whether 
he can state the average rate of interest 
on the securities in which the funds of 
suitors in the said court are invested ; 
what is the rate of dividend paid on each 
£100 invested in Bristol Corporation, 
Chinese Bonds, East Argentine Railway 
Company, and St. Louis Breweries, 
Limited; is he aware that municipal 
corporations in Ireland pay to the Trea- 
sury 4} per cent. interest on money 
horrowed for the construction of water- 
works and for other sanitary purposes ; 
and, seeing that the funds of suitors in 
the said court amount to over £6,000,000 
sterling, can he say whether an ar- 
rangement could be made under which 
some of the funds could be loaned to 
sanitary authorities in Ireland at 3 to 4 
per cent., so as, without danger of loss to 
the funds, to effect a saving in local rates, 
and enable sanitary authorities to carry 
out improvements in the housing of the 
working classes and in other respects. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: TI learn that the 
average rate of interest received on 
securities held by the Accountant-General 
on behalf of the suitors of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in Ireland is 
£2 17s. 3d. per cent. free of income-tax. 
No funds have ever been invested by 
the Accountant-General in any of the 
particular securities referred to in the 
Question. So far as they are held they 
have in each case been transferred into 
court by or on behalf of suitors. Loans 
out of the Local Loans Fund to local 
authorities in Ireland, or in Great Britain, 
are charged 4} per cent. when the 
period exceeds forty years. Such loans 
would clearly not be a suitable invest- 
ment for funds in court. The securi- 
ties in which these funds may be 
invested are prescribed by the rules of 
the Supreme Court. Local Loans Stock 
is included among the securities so 
prescribed. 


Ballingarry Postmistress. 

Mr. COURTHOPE Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that on the 18th March last 
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Mrs. Scriven, postmistress at Ballingarry, 
returned to the General Post Office, 
Dublin, a letter addressed to herself, 
marking it refused; whether, when 
the writ therein contained was posted 
a second time, it was returned again 
marked refused ; whether he will inquire 
into the character of this official ana the 
nature of her civil obligations for debt ; 
and whether he will ascertain how the 
assailants of the postman who was 
carrying the letters through Gortna- 
hoctee, on the 19th March, were made 
aware that some of those letters contained 
processes for debt. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The sub- 
postmistress of Ballingarry did refuse 
to accept a letter addressed to herself, 
and she was quite at liberty to do so. 
She bears a good official character and 
I see no reason for making any inquiry 
into the nature of her civil obligations. I 
have not been able to ascertain how the 
assailants of the postman at Gortnahoctee 
became aware of the nature of the con- 
tents of the letters, but I can find no 
reason for believing that information on 
the subject was divulged by any Post 
Office servant. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London): Will the Prime Minister state 
what Supply will be taken on Thursday 4 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 
said that the Supply which it was pro- 
posed to take on Thursday was, first, the 
Vcte for the Dublin Police Force, then the 
Vote for the Public Works Office 
(Ireland), and afterwards the Vote for the 
Local Government Board. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: When 
will the Territorial and Reserve Forces 
Bill be taken in Committee ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I can give no indication as to that. 

SCOTTISH STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Sm HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) called attention 
to a notice which he had received in 
common, he supposed, with other 
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Members for Scottish constituencies from 
the Committee of Selection stating that 
“the Committee of Selection 


nominated you a Member of the Standing | 


Committee on Scottish Bills.” He 
thought it would be agreed that there 
was some irregularity in such a notice. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he did not think 
the use of the word “nominated” in the 
notice was quite correct. The House 
by a Standing Order had _ previously 
appointed every Scottish Member to sit 
upon the Scottish Committee. The 
Report of the Committee of Selection 
which appeared on 25th April stated that 
“the following Members representing 
Scottish constituencies are appointed to 
serve on the Standing Committee.” That 
seemed to him to be a correct expression, 
and he had no doubt that on another 
occasion a somewhat similar form would 
be adopted in the notice summoning 
Members. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) as chairman of the Committee of Selee- 
tion, expressed regret that the form of 
notice to which exception had been taken 
had been used. The head in the Votes 
delivered on Friday morning was so 
framed as to make it clear that the 
Committee was appointed by the House, 
and not selected by the Committee of 
Selection, and he regretted that in sending 
out the usual notification the old form ot 
summons had been issued instead of the 
proper notification. 


NEW BILL, 


VACCINATION BILL. 


sie the certificate required under Section 
2 of The Vaccination Act, 1898, of con- 
scientious objection,” presented by Mr. 
John Burns; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 172.] 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to (Question 
{29th April], “ That the ill be now read 
a second time.” 


Sir Henry Craik. 
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Which Amendment was— 


‘<To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 


” have end of the Question, in order to add thre words 


‘this House welcomes State action to promote 
smali holdings ; but, supporting the principle 
ot responsible ow nership in land, it betieves 
that the Government policy should be based 
on purchase, and deprecates the extension of 
an extreme form of divided ownership to 
districts beyond those erofter areas where the 
occupier provides equipment’ instead thereof,” 
—(Mr. Munro rerquson.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand’ part 
of the Question.” 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.), con- 
tinuing his speech, said that when the de- 
bate was adjourned he was alluding to the 
speech delivered by the Lord Advocate 
on the Motion for the First Reading of the 

3ill, when the right hon. Gentleman ad. 
vanced as one of his reasons for supporting 
the Bill that it would, once and for all, put 
an end to arbitrary evictions. He would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman in the 
course of his reply on the present occasion 
to point out on what official statistics 
that sweeping charge rested. Further, he 
would ask that those statistics should be 
of a recent character and not antiquated 
Returns, and that the right hon. Geutle- 
man should not be guided by the prece- 
dent set up by his chief (the Prime 
Minister) in the matter, who seemed to 
think that statistics were like wine—all 
the better for having been kept for some 
time. That right hon. Gentleman seemed 
to prefer the vintage of 1895 to that of 
1906, which he thought contained a 
sounder wine. He also hoped that if the 
right hon. Gentleman gave them this 
information he would not be satisfied 
with single and _ isolated cases of 
eviction, but would consider that in 


| Scotland, according to his own Ieturn, 
‘To substitute a statutory declaration | 


there were 62,900 holdings under 
| £50 a year, and would realise that 
to establish a case against the land- 





lords of Scotland it would be necessary 
to show that in the last five years 
a considerable percentage of _ the 
tenants of these holdings had _ been 
evicted for arbitrary and capricious 
reasons. There must be some kind 


of arbitrary eviction frequently  tak- 
ing place in Scotland to make a Bill 
of such a drastic character necessary, and 
not merely such evictions as were treated 
as reasonable under the Bill now under 
consideration. 
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Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Toomas | *Mr. COCHRANE said the reproof 
SHaw, Hawick Burghs) denied having which the Prime Minister had adminis 
made any statement to the effect tered would have fallen with greater 
that there had been arbitrary evic- severity if ue had happened to hear the 
tions in Scotland on a wholesale scale ; original speech of the Lord Advocate. 
on the contrary, he had expressly stated 
that the power of arbitrary eviction) gip tf GAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
was one which, in the case of the land- | was here 
lords of Scotland, had not been exercised. : 

The right hon. Gentleman cited The) sin COCHRANE assured the right 
Parliamentary Debates in support of his leg srtoriethay eee eer eRe et: 
vhaeiaeraane ag rentleman he was mistaken in saying 
1e Was present on that occasion, and un- 

sia ale, 2 fortunately, therefore, had not the oppor- 

*MR. COC HRANE said he was’ tunity which he had of listening to that 
glad the right hon. Gentleman had particular speech. He was quite satisfied 
somewhat qualified what he and others tes Sadie thes abtiteds-of the Gaseemment 
around him understood him to have not from his interpretation of that speech 
said. But if the right hon. Gentle- 9. from the impression left upon his mind 
man would carry his mind further ang the minds of his hon. friends by it, 
hack he would see that the statements }}u¢ from the words of Lord Carrine- 
he had made wer? mixed up with a ton to the Seottish Chambers of Agri- 
general charge against dukes and earls. | oujiure. That noble Lord, in civing his 
He hoped that for the credit of the right | version of the situation, said- 
hon. Gentleman it would not be necessary 
for him to include the name of the Karl} ,““He would never deny that with the case 

of the great majority of large estates in Scot- 
of Portsmouth amongst these. \land arbitrary evictions did not take place.” 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | If, thorefore, he had unjustly attributed 

: ee as erie RTA TEN Ce ‘harp, | certain views to the right hon. Gentleman 
LORD or —_ TREASURY (Sir H. Camp- the Lord Advocate, it was now perfectly 
BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling surghs) ‘/clear that the arbitrary evictions did 
My right hon. friend has read the words /not occur, and therefore they could 
he used, in which he anid: this power of |, 4 stvensed as 0 veason. in tas 
arbitrary eviction—— | vour of passing this Bill. He was sorry 

; |to have dealt at such length with what, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to | after all, were minor points. He would 
order, Sir. Is the right hon. Gentleman | now draw attention to another speech 
inorder? So long as the Lord-Advocate | delivered the same day by the right hon. 
made his rather long interruption as a | Gentleman the Under-Secretary for the 
personal explanation it was all right, but | Colonies, who proposed what seemed to 
if the Prime Minister is going to come to | he a somewhai wiser and saner policy for 
this defence —— dealing with the land question than that 

proposed by the Secretary for Scotland. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I understood the | The right hon. Gentleman said that 
Prime Minister to rise in consequence of | the Government proposed to introduce a 
something which fell from the hon.) Land Bill dealing with the question of 
Member for North Ayrshire. small holdings in England— 

“They were all agreed that they did not 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then [| want to steal anybody's land and that they 
apologise. | wished to pay a fair market price for any that 

| was taken for public purposes. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | The right hon. Gentleman outlined a 
My right hon. friend having quoted the | scheme of purchase and adumbrated an 
words he used, which were a flat contra- | ownership somewhat on the lines covered 
diction of what the hon. Member attri- | by the present Amendment. That surely 
buted to him, all the hon. Member says | was a safe and wise policy which might 
is that he is glad he has given my right | have been pursued by the Secretary for 
hon. friend an opportunity of modifying | Scotland. Why, if they were going to 
the allegation he had made. That is not | have a scheme applied to England, were 
enough. they going to apply a different scheme 
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toScotland ? He could not conceive why, 
when half the Cabinet and most of the 
Members of the London County Council 
were now the representatives in that 
House of Scottish Radical opinion, they 
considered a scheme suitable to England 
and yet refused to apply it to Scotland. 
Was it the mere fact of crossing the Tweed 
that brought about this change in their 
opinions? Had the crossing of the Tweed 
a similar effect upon them as the drinking 
of the waters of Lethe? Did it in- 
duce a feeling of forgetfulness of what 
was just and honourable in dealing with 
the landlords of the country? Were 
they prepared to purchase land fairly in 
England and at the same time take it 
away by stealth from the landlords of 
Scotland? The right hon. Gentleman 
also advocated his scheme on the ground 
of cheapness, but he ventured to say that 
if they had regard to the welfare of the 
land generally in Scotland, and if they 
bore in mind that the interests of land- 
lord and tenant were bound together, 
tiuey would realise that the scheme was 
by no means cheap, because it was never 
cheap to deal unfairly with any class of 
the community. It would not be cheap 
to discourage the investments which 
Scottish landlords now made to the ex- 
tent of £2,500,000 sterling a year in 
improving their farms, and it would take | 
many years, with the contribution of 
£65,000 which it was proposed to give 
Scotland under the Bill, to make up even 
one year’s loss if the money now ex-| 
pended by the landlords on small farms 
were diverted into other channels. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would study the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
which had gone carefully into the 
question he would see that under a 
svstem of tenancy somewhat similar to 
that suggested by the Government the 
annual rent per acre amounted to 
£1 14s. 7d., while under a system of. 
purchase, with the interest and capital 
repayable in fifty years, the tenant would 
only have to pay £1 10s. 5d. per acre for 
his land, and ultimately he would arrive | 
at that position of landlordism which 
some hon. Gentlemen seemed to think 
was so great an attraction to certain | 
classes of the people. He would like to 
draw the attention of the right hon. | 
Gentleman to the machinery embodied | 
in the Bill. It was proposed to set up| 
a Land Court consisting of five members, 


Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 
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one of whom was to be a legal gentleman 
of ten years .tanding at the Bar. This 
Court was to hear and determine all 
matters of law or fact in case of dis- 
agreement, and he feared it would prove 
but another example of the law’s delays 
almost inconceivable to contemplate, 
From a cursory glance at the Bill, he 
had estimated that in no fewer than 
seventeen clauses and sections of the Bill 
the Land Court would be called upon to 
exercise its powers. If under Clause 7, 
Section 8 the Commissioner for Small 
Holdings reported that no agreement 
would be reached, then it was provided 
that the Agricultural Commissioners, after 
due notice, should intimate to the land- 
lord and other parties concerned that a 
new holding would be constituted, and 
that they should then apply to the Land 
Court to do certain things. What would 
occur was this. In the event of an appli- 
cation for a small holding, first, there 
would be an inquiry by a Commissioner, 
who would make his report. Then the 
Agricultural Commissioners must give 
notice for the hearing of the dispute, they 
must make intimation first to the landlord 
and then to the other parties concerned, 
and then they must apply to the Land 
Court, which in its turn would have piac- 
tically to go through the same stages. All 
that might occur in connection with a 
holding of annual value of £5 or £10, 
the landlord of which might, for some 
cogent reason, object to the man whom 
it was desired to foist upon him as a 
tenant. Under these circumstances the 
time of the Land Court and Land Com- 
mission would, at great cost tothe country, 
be occupied in settling small, pecty, 
quibbling incidents of bargaining which 
were now quickly and easily disposed of 
by the landlord and his factor. He 
regretted, too, that it was proposed to 
take away from the Board of Agricul- 
ture certain powers it now possessed, 
and to hand them over to the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners in Scotland. 
The President of the Board of Agriculture 
had made it his habit to come annually 
and discuss matters with agriculturists 
at Edinburgh. They had acquired con- 
fidence in the Boird of Agriculture 
which it would be extremely difficult 
for them to place in the small body 
adumbrated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who would not have at their dis- 
posal the machinery which the Board of 
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Agriculture possessed. He had a pro- 
found distrust of the right hon. Gentle- 
man as to his knowledge of agriculture. 
The right hon. Gentleman had truly 
said that they could not grow wheat 
on the Grampians, but he added, 
“ Modern science says,‘ Give me manure 
and water, and I will grow anything.’ ” 
If that was the right hon. Gentleman’s 
view of agriculture, he would undertake 
to make him a present of three acres, and 
he dared say a right hon. friend would 
give him the cow, so that he might see 
whether by providing manure he could 
m nage to make a living on a selected spot. 
It was perfectly childish to think that 
on hundreds of thousands of acres under 
deer forests it would be possible for a 
man to make a living, or to make a com- 
mercial speculation in land in small 
holdings of any kind. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sinciarr, Forfarshire): Just what 
I said. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he wished an 
explanation with regard to one of the 
many difficult points in the Bill. In 
Clause 7, he observed that assistance 
might be given by way of gift to the 
tenants set up under the © Bill. 
What did that mean? If there were 
two tenants, one with a holding under £50 
and another tenant close by who had 
been there, had made his holding 
pay by his own industry and skill, and 
was earning a living and paying a 
rent—did he intend to set up the new 
and untried man in the new holding and 
make him a present of his buildings 1 
That would be a very unfair competition 
to the man alongside who was paying for 
his buildings. ‘Was the assistance to 
be an absolute gift ? In the case of a 
farmer who became bankrupt, what 
was to we to the holding and the 
buildings? Were the buildings to be the 
property of the creditors or of the land- 
lord? That.was a matter of very con- 
siderable importance. Could the tenant 
mortgage the buildings given as a gift ? 
Who was to pay the insurance on the 
buildings ? At present a landlord took 
care that the buildings should be insured. 
In the case of buildings provided by the 


State, who was to see that they were 


{30 ApriL 1907} 
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insured ? All he could think was that 
this scheme could be used to provide 
some means of giving doles to 
deserving Radical agents—those ardent 
politicians who had waded through 
Chinese slavery, and various other “ ter- 
minological inexactitudes ” and who had 
supported the right hon. Gentleman in his 
policy, but failed, owing to the courageous 
honesty of the Lord Chancellor, to attain 
the dignity of Justice of the Peace. 
They might now be presented at the 
cost of the country with a small holding 
and buildings upon it. Who was to 
select the new occupants? Were they 
to be selected by the Land Court, or by 
the Agricultural Commissioners who were 
themselves to be selected by a politician, 
namely, the Secretary for Scotland ? 
That was placing a power in_ his 
hands to use public funds for re- 
warding various merits, which would 
be extremely undesirable. As to the 
cost of the Bill, there would be 
£65,000 per annum available for all 
purposes connected with the scheme, in 
addition to the payment of the salaries 
of the Commissioners. From statements 
which had been placed before Members of 
Parliament it appeared that a small 
holding of £50 rental would cost five or six 
hundreds pounds for equipment exclusive 
of water supply, for which a further 
capital expenditure of £100 must in 
in many cases be reckoned. He sub- 
mitted therefore that not more than 
100 small holdings in a year could be 
set up by the proposed scheme. Under 
existing circumstances 70 per cent. of 
the holdings in Scotland—62,300 out of 
the 89,000—were small holdings under £50. 
How did the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman tend to decrease the process 
of depopulation in the country districts ? 
The instance of the 400-acre farm in 
Forfarshire mentioned by the Report of 





1906 showed that they would re- 
—_ eleven persons employed on the 
farm, comprising the farmer, the grieve, 
and nine ploughmen, most of whom were 
householders, by seven small landholders. 
How they were going to cure depopula- 
tion by a scheme of that kind 
hoger his comprehension. What was 
to happen to the man with the block 
of big farm buildings after the farm had 
been broken up into small holdings ? 
| Was he to pay the rates on them and to 
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be eas for their repair and up- 
keep ¢ These were questions deserving 
of consideration and reply. He sup- 
ported the view expressed by the hon. 
Baronet the Member for East Northamp- 
tonshire, in the Report of the Departmental 
mental Committee. He said— 

** Small holdings can only be made successful 
by putting the whole thing on a strictly 
economic basis.” 

Were they going to put these small 
holdings on an economic basis? Was 
the intention of the Government to 
charge the fair market rent or not? 
That was a question which should be 
answered. Was the interest on the cost 
of the buildings to be economic interest ? 
Was it to be such interest as would repay 
both capital and interest in a reasonable 
number of years? How were the :ates 
‘n improvements to be dealt with ? 


Under the Crofters’ Act a man was not 
rated on his own improvements. If 
a small holder under £50 set up 


under this Bill was not to be rated on 
his own improvements, was the farmer 
in the same locality who was paying £51 
a year to be rated on the whole value of 
his buildings? If that was so, they 
would be subsidising and protecting the 
new holder, not against the foreigner, 
but against his neighbour next door. 
If the small holder was to pay the fair 
value of the land, and to provide a sink- 
ing fund for the farm buildings, if he was 
to pay the full ra‘es on his improvements 
and was not to have any special re- 
duction of any kind, his position would 
be ten times worse than that of a small 
tenant farmer under existing circum- 
stances. By setting up such a system as 
that they would be doing an incalculable 
amount of damage to the whole agricul- 


tural interest in Scotland. He asked 
the Lord Advocate whether it was not 
the fact that mortgages on landed 
estate in Scotland were already being 
called in on account of this class of 
legislation. If the Government would 


amend the Bill so as to include an honour- 
able, fair, and just system of purchase, 
they would receive support, not only 
in this House, but of every person in 
Scotland. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
Tuomas SHaw. Hawick Burghs) said 
that kh: Tad listened with not a 


Mr. Cochrane, 


{COMMONS} 
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little disappointment to the speech that 
had just been delivered. There was one 
portion which contained a series of in- 
quiries of a practical kind, but the 
speech as a whole was so disfigured with 
violent expressions and so manifestly 
full of misconstruction and misappre- 
hension, that it was almost impossible to 
follow it, except by saying that he 
took everything from his friend in the best 
part. He thought he did him an im- 
mediate service by checking a mistake 
which he entered into. Everyone on 
the opposite side of the House would 
own that if there was anything of vio- 
lence in language used he was the first 
to deprecate it, and the first to see that 
it was put right so far as he was con 
cerned. As to his reference to dukes, 
the simple explanation was that the 
whole of Scotland knew, and the whole 


House knew, that the Duke of Suther- 
land Was one of the best proprictors 
that ever lived. The Duke of Suther- 
land’s situation with regard to the 


went be- 
and so 


Act was this: He 
Commission, 


Crofters’ 
fore the Crofters’ 
fair were the Crofters’ Conimission that 
after considering the circumstances — of 
the case, they in many Cases raised the 
rents the tenants were thenceforth to pay 
to the Duke, as compared with what the 
Duke himself had been charging. Of 
the Duke it could never be said that 
he was anything but a proprietor par 
ercellence. He used his splendid powers 
with magnificent results. He had the 
noble Duke in his mind when he 
heard the wild statements made—that 
proprietors would be reduced to the 
position of rent-chargers, and become 
persons who were the objects of Par- 
liamentary pity. If his hon. friends 
opposite had thoroughly understood the 
position he believed that they would 
have used different language. Hither- 
to, the debate had been conducted 
normally, without the use of violent 
expressions, except perhaps by the hon. 
Baronet who seconded the Amendment, 
who made an excited reference to the 
Ten Commandments in order to express 
his dislike to the Bill, and by the 
hon. Member for North Ayrshire who had 
talked about the Bill being intended to 
reward Radical agents for their services 
to ardent politicians. He protested that 
language of that sort was not favourable 
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to good feeling in the House. He thought | 
that the Bill ought to have been received 
with different language from that to 
which the House had listened. The 
admirable speech of the Solicitor-General 
for Scotland had never received an 
answer. Even after this Bill became 
law, his hon. and learned friend charac- 
terised the position of the landords, and 
asked whether they would not be still 
landlords in the full sense of the term. 
They could sell their property; they 
could burden their property ; they could 
bequeath it; they could shoot, hunt 
and fish over it; they could feu it; they 
could plant it; they could lay it out 
for building purposes; and develop the | 
estate in every possible way. No answer | 
had been given to these arguments of his 
hon. and learned friend ; but it was only | 


hon. Member for Glasgow and Aberdeen | 
Universities that the property of land- 
lords by this Bill would be reduced to a 
frail remnant of ownership. 
think that the full gravity of the problem 


the House. Both as to the distribution 
of the population and as to the distribu- 
tion of land the problem in its contrasts | 
exceeded anything that was 
The hon. Member for 


or in America. 


Huddersfiel, 


{30 Aprit 1907} 





He did not | 
'that succeeded did 
inScotland had yet been fully realised by | 


jacres. It 
dwhose special knowledge | that there was a congestion of the popu- 
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2,000,000 persons live crowded together at 
the rate of more than two persons to a room.” 
That was the gravity of the situation 
in regard to the population of Scotland ; 
but what was the gravity of the position 
in regard to the distribution of land ? 
Sometimes it was said in regard to this 
Bill that there should have been an inquiry 
made before it was introduced. Why, 
Scotland had been full of inquiries. 
There was a Report of the Commission of 
1892, in which the most remarkable 
testimony was given in regard to the 
distribution of land in Scotland. The 
problem laid before that Commission was 
how much land in Scotland was devoted 
| to sport alone which could be employed 
‘for the threefold purpose of allotments, 


| small farms, and the extension of hold- 
| ings. 
said in the picturesque language of the | 


That Commission was com- 
posed of men from both Parties in the 
| State, and they reported to Parliament 
that at that date 1,800,000 acres of land 
could usefully be employed for these 
purposes. The Unionist Government 
nothing to arrest 
forests, and the 


the growth of deer 


| 1,890,000 acres mentioned by the Com- 
| mission of 1892 
| the 
known | 
either in any other country in Kurope | 


had increased until 
cultivable land used exclusively 
for sport amounted, it was estimated, 
to the stupendous figure of 3,000,000 
was evident, therefore, 


all would acknowledge and value, had | lation in Scotland on a scale unknown 
written a series of articles carefully | to Europe, and this alongside of great 
analysing the Census Returns for Scot- | tracts of land untilled, “but capable, 


land. In one of these he said — 
“The poverty of Scotland may not be ex- 
ceptional ; 


nation living under overcrowded conditions, | 
while almost whole counties are preserved as | 
deer forests and private parks, is as astounding 
as it is happily rare. We are accustomed to | 
regard the distribution of population in Eng- 
land as deplorable and dangerous, but it is 
immeasurably less serious than the distribu- 
tion of the population in Scotland. Eight 
per cent. of over-crowded persons—the figure 
for England and Wales—pales into compara- 
tive insignificance beside the 46 per cent. | 
which is the measure of overcrowding in Scot- 
land. . . . In London, ons in every seven of 
the population lives under overcrowded con- 
ditions, 7.e., more than two persons to a room ; 
in Leeds and Sheffield, one in ten; in Liver- | 
pool, one in twelve; and in Manchester, one 
in sixteen. In Edinburgh the proportion is 
one in three; in Dundee and Glasgow, one in 
two. Takine the whole of Scotland, 493,000 


persons live in one-room houses, and more than | 
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according to the Commission, 
| usefully 
Was Parliament to take no notice of such 


the ill-housing of Scotland assuredly | = state of things ? 


iss The spectacle of one-half of an entire |“. 3 d 
with having said that when a strong 


Liberal Government 
ought to address itself to the solution of 
| this problem. 
When he thought of rural Scotland so 
largely allowed to remain desolate he 
declared to the House 
reminded of what Tennyson wrote of 
pagan England— 


of being 


cultivated as small holdings. 
He had been twitted 
was in power it 


He admitted the charge. 


that he was 


** And so there grew great tracts of wilderness, 


Whereon the beast was ever more and more, 
And man was less and less.” 


It had been said that 70 per cent. of the 
farms in Scotland were small holdings. 
That was true. 


But how much of the 


land in farm did that 70 per cent. occupy ? 
Only 12 per cent. 62,000 persons farmed 


2C 
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land which was worth £690,000 per 
annum ; but, 26,000 persons farmed lan 
which was worth £4,674,000 per annum. 
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To speak of 70 per cent. of the farms | 


being small holdings was, therefore, only 
to mislead. It was not the proportion 
to the total number of farms, but the 
amount of land contained in those farm; 
that was the important factor. Those 
small holders were the very backbone of 
the community. He held that it was 
no credit to the present Government 
that it should address itself to the solution 


ofthis problem. It was not onlya political | 


duty, but a high privilege to demand a 
solution. His hon. friend the Mer- 
ber for Leith did not dispute the 
gravity of the problem. His Amend- 
ment was a very curious one. 
mitted that there was a problem of a very 


serious kind to be solved, and that it | 


must be solved by State intervention. 
But his hon. friend’s 
adopted, would leave nothing of the Bill. 
It would tear the Bill to tatters: and the 
whole of the Unionist Party were going 
to support it. But upon what terms / 
On the terms that it was the duty of the 
State to intervene by way of purchase. 
In regard to Scotland, if the Unionist 
Party supported the Amendment, they 
would be committed to a gigantic scheme 
of land purchase, a scheme which would 
altogether out-do the Irish scheme 1 
magnitude before the end could be reached. 


The Government would have no part or | 
In the | 


lot in anything of the kind. 
first place they asked as Scotsmen, 
end they expected a plain reply, what 


were the terms upon which they were | 


going to purchase / That was a question 


which had never been answered in this | 


debate. In Ireland purchase was only 
made after a fair rent had been fixed 
and they had got a ditum to go 
upon. 
to purchase the land before a fair rent 
had been fixed? Let that question be 
answered. Then le: them take another 
point. In Ireland, after the market 
multiple of the fair rent was fixed, 


there was a bonus granted of no less | 
Was a similar bonus | 


than 12 per cent. 
going to be asked for the Scottish 
landlords? He really wanted to know, 
because until he knew the terms upon 
which this property was to be parted 
with he could not deal with the matter. 


Mr. Thomas Shaw 


{COMMONS} 


It ad- | 


Amendment, if | 


Was the proposal for Scotland | 
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[An Hon. MempBer: Market value.] 
In Ireland 12 per cent. was to be added to 
the price of the landlord’s interest. Were 
the Scottish landlords to have a similar 
bonus? They wanted to know the 
exact value of the transaction. There 
were great distinctions between the case 
of the Scottish and the Irish tenant. 
| Under the Irish Act tenant right had 
/never had a fair chance or a_ free 
course, and therefore, and on that 
account alone it had not been justified, 
The Irish tenant had free sale, but, alas! 
he was, in spite of the intentions of 
Parliament, rented on his own improve- 
ments. In Scotland there was no free 
sale, and the result was that there being 
| no free sale of the tenant right, although 
it looked at first to be a hindrance to 
'the tenant, it had been a source of 
most miraculous protection to him, 
| because having no’ realisable asset he 
did not get into the hands of the 
/money-lender and mortgage his interest. 
And in Scotland, moreover, not a penny of 
Trent had ever be*n laid on upona tenant’s 
own improvements, and the stimulus to 
|improvement was accordingly well-nigh 
/ miraculous. But let then take the case of 
| Ire'and and examine it. It was said that 
land purchase was necessary because 
tenant right in Ireland was a disastrous 
failure. He wanted to know whether tht 
| was actually the case. He was anxious to 
get a report on that subject from the 
Land Commission in Dublin itself, and 
he went the nearest way about it by 
|writing to the most skilled Irish land 
| official that he knew of, Mr. Bailey, a land 
‘commissioner. He put to Mr. Bailey 





the question (there was recently a 
|blunt statement of this kind by 
| Lord Rosebery) :—‘* Was land ___ pur- 


chase necessary because tenant right was 
a disastrous failure in Ireland—that 
was to say, tenant right under the name 
/of dual ownership?” He thought this 
matter was important, because it went 
to the contrast between the Amendment 
‘and the Bill, and he hoped the House 
might pardon him if he read a few sen- 
tences. Mr. Bailey wrote— 

‘“‘T have had a large experience of fair rents 
as well as of purchase in Ireland. It is untrue 
to say that dual ownership has been a dis- 
astrous failure in Ireland. It saved the coun- 
try from ruin and would in my view have been 
| @ permanent settlement of the agrarian situa- 
| tion had the fair rents been properly and 
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adequately administered. You remember the 
Morley Committee of the House of Commons 
of 1894 and how the evidence showed and the 
Report of the Committee demonstrated how the 
intentions of Parliament were narrowed and 
rendered ineffectual by legal decisions and 
the halting administration of the Act of 1881.” 


Then Mr. Bailey went into what 
happened under those legal decisions 
which—he said this without hesitation 
—were opposed to the deliberate and 
declared intentions of Parliament in 
regard to the Irish tenants not being 
rented on their own improvements, 
and he showed that under the series of 
decisions it became the law of Ireland 
that these poor tenants were driven into 
litigation on an enormous scale and then 
at the end of the proceedings they were 
declared by the Court of Law to be 
liable to be so rented. The House 
would observe that under these circum- 
stances Jrish tenant right had never had 
a fair chance. The contrast between the 
two countries on the point of legal costs 
was most notable. To get a fair rent 
fixed cost the tenant in Ireland from 
£3 to £4. Then an appeal could be 
laid from that fixing of the fair rent, and 
that would cost another £3 or £4. The 
number of appeals was enormous and 
sometimes amounted to 90,000, and 
so far as the effect of appeals in altering 
the rent was concerned it cost on the 
average £105 to get £1 off the rent. On 
the other hand in Scotland the crofter 
approached the Commission, and with 
great promptitude and without any cir- 
cumlocution presented his claim, and the 
whole question was settled with a legal 
expense to the crofter of Is. 6d! He 
said, and he thought he was justified in 
saying, that in Scotland compared with 
Ireland tenant right had had a_ fair 
chance. In Ireland it was notorious 
that tenants were driven into purchase 
by the decision in the case of Dunseath 
and Adams, and it was, he thought, 
shown by Mr. Bailey that getting a fair 
rent fixed was a necessary preliminary 
before purchase became possible. In the 
crofting counties of Scotland the Act had 
been so administered that 26 per cent. 
reduction had been made in regard to 
rent. That was a reduction which would 
have been made by economic processes. 
A great reduction had also been made 
of 67 per cent. in outstanding arrears. 
The result was that while in Ireland tenant 
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right had been distorted and ruined, in 
Scotland tenant right had been vindicated 
and justified. Therefore there was content- 
ment among crofters under the position 
guaranteed to them by the law. If they 
were consulted he did not think that there 
were 3 per cent. of them who would 
exchange their position and become 
purchasers. Instead of tenant right 
being a disastrous failure in Scotland, it 
had been a complete success. The 
Crofters Acts had saved enormous sums 
of money, and without any chaffering the 
rent was fixed for seven years at the 
cost of a few pence, and all the con- 
fusion which formerly existed had now 
given way to an era in which landlords 
and tenants had been brought back to 
the most friendly relations. Many straths 
and glens had been transformed into 
prosperous homes and communities. He 
knew very well that the strong view which 
was taken against the Bill was that if the 
rent was fixed in this way and _ per- 
manent tenure was given, it would pre- 
vent improvements being made in any 
remunerative fashion by the landlord 
and the land would be starved. The 
prophecies of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, made by 
him with regard to the Crofter Act of 
1886, that that legislation would injure 
the landlord and that the poverty which 
had been chronic would not be mitigated. 
liad been proved to be entirely wrong. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that the 
State would have to give pecuniary 
assistance in the case of the crofters 
but they did not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You did. 


*Mr. THOMAS SHA W said they did not 
give them pecuniary assistance, and the 
moment the crofter had fixity of tenure 
and a fair rent, the change began. Hein- 
stanced Skye. Was there a more wind- 
swept, rain-swept island anywhere ? And 
vet upon that island the calculation was 
that those poor crofters, “‘the description 
of whose misery had so moved them to- 
night,” and who could not supply capital, 
hae supplied capital to the value cf 
£150,000 in houses and little steadings. 
And he understood from the hon. Member 
for Ross-shire that in the Island of Lewes 
the same system was going on and the: 


’ 
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£50,000. 
Mr. WEIR: And more. 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW: And more. 
So it was altogether out of the question to 
say that whilethe landlord was satisfied 
and the tenant was satisfied the land had 
suffered. It had not suffered. It had, 
on the contrary, benefited by that magic 


which came of tenant right and fair and | 


equitable conditions of holding. That 
was their experience in Scotland of tenant 
right. 


They had also experience of pur- | 


{COMMONS} 


capital invested had reached the figure of { had. 


| 
} 


chase in Scotland under the Congested | 


Districts Board. 


There were rumours that the people who | 


lairds under the 


were now their own 
scheme longed to go back to the | 


position of crofters, in which they knew | 


where they were, and could work out their 
own destiny less hampered by official 
supervision. In two cases—one of settling 
holdings of land by purchase and the other 
of settling them by hiring—their experi- 
ence wasofaremarkable kind. Again, he 
took the case of Syre. Under the system 
of purchase the small holder obtained 
from the Government £153 as 
grant and £650 as loan money, so that the 
cost of settling a small holder under a 
system of purchase was £380, They then 
went 


They did not like it. , 


732 


The assumption of the Party 
opposite was that these people could not 
be set up on their own holdings without 
assistance from the State to the fullest 
extent. But these people had not only 
bone and muscle and sinew, but a certain 
little banking account. The contrast he 
had drawn between the case of purchase 
and leasing was vivid. He admitted 
he had given an extreme case. In 
another the contrast was between £203 
and £71. And the best calculation he 
could make was that for every £1 which 
was spent in settling by leaseholding on 
fair terms with fixity of tenure, £20 was 
required for settlement by purchase. So 
that, if the Amendment meant that they 
were to prefer purchase to hiring, his 
reply was that hiring had the advantage 
in the economic ratio of 20 to 1. The House 
would be entirely mistaken if it thought 
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‘they were taking a leap in the dark, 


because there was experience in Scotland 
extending over twenty years in the case of 


| hiring and ten years in the case of pur- 


' chase. 


a free | 


to another neighbourhood—the | 


nearest case to Syre, the case of Dunbeath, | 


where instead of settling these small 
holders by a system of purchase, they 
proceeded by a system of hiring, and 
found that the average expense there was 
£10 free grant and loan money £13, or 
£23 in all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked if in both 
cases steadings were set up, or that it 
was only in the case of purchase that they 
would be provided for. 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW said his impres- 
sion was that in both cases buildings had 
to be provided. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Buildings 
provided for £23 4 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW said it should 
be observed that the buildings were pro- 
vided by the assistance of the Govern- 
ment plus the capital which the lessee 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


; content. 


Under tenant right the land had 
been improved and the tenants had been 
Nor could he have any share 
indirectly col 
1881 as it 


in either directly or 
demning the legislation of 
passed this House in regard to Ireland. 
The failure there took place with 
respect to administration and _ the 
enormous cost of carrying out the 
scheme. But with all its faults that 
legislation had not been a disastrous 
failure; though purchase could only be 
entered into after a fair rent had been 
fixed. The labourers in Scotland, who, 


| it was said, would not be helped by this 
| Bill, were enthusiastic in its favour. 


It was the only chance they saw 
of getting easy access tothe land. There 
was nothing in the Bill, he assured the 
mover of the Amendment, which was 
adverse to what he called silviculture or 
to intensive cultivation. It was sug- 
gested that the Bill would reduce the 
landlord’s status and power so that his 
property became a_ pale, ineffectual 
shadow of ownership. Here again they 
remembered the old discredited pro- 
phecies. The same language was used 
prior to the Irish land legislation of 
1881. Let them apply a test to this 





shadowy ownership. Very different lan- 
guage was used when these shadowy 
_rights had to be assessed on their capital 
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value. The Irish tenant knew that well. 
When purchase came about, that shadowy 
ownership was so substantial, so strong, 
so little bloodless and anzemic that it was 
able to extort from the British Treasury 
a bonus over and above the purchase price. 
So that as the Bill now was, they viewed 
all these arguments as to depreciating and 
whittling away all the landlords’ rights 
with a considerable measure of composure. | 
He was quite certain that if a scheme | 
of purchase were proposed in Scotland— | 
that was, after this scheme of adjustment 
with the tenants—history would again 
repeat itself. And the shadowy would 
become the very substantial—only to be 
liquidated in coin of the realm. If 
Scotland was going her own way in this, | 
she did so, he hoped, without any dis- 
approval from her Irish friends. They 
generally knew what they were about in 
Scotland. If she was going her own | 
way, she did so starting from a careful | 
and much scrutinised experience. He | 
would like to interpolate, if he might, | 
one word of gratitude ; it might be late | 
but it was none the less true. He knew | 
from his old and lamented friend, Lord | 
Kinross, who was so highly esteemed | 
a Member of that House, and who had | 
so much to do with passing the Crofters’ | 
Act, that no more valuable assistance 
was obtained in framing that Act than 
came from the Irish Members, who 
had gone through the fire, and knew how | 
the law could upset the meaning of Parlia- | 
mentary language. Therefore, the Crofters’ | 
Act in Scotland had stood proof against | 
all attack—he withdrew the word 
“attack,” for there had been no attack— 
and no tenant had ever been rented upon 
his improvements. He admitted quite 
frankly that the awful contrast and 
problem which he had stated would 
not be settled completely by this 
Bill or by any one Bill. His Majesty’s 
(iovernment were not neglecting the 
land problem on its other side, as dis- 
closures might soon show. It was not with- | 
in the power even of a powerful House to 
settle a social question of this kind apart 
from other elements which were altogether 
out of its sphere. Even were all their 
political adjustments complete, there 
would still remain the questions of thrift, 
sobriety, self-reliance, the habits and 
character of the people, whether their 
ambitions were low or lofty; and all that ' 
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kind of problem, the personal and even 
the social one, would remain. But as 
a Government, and as a House, they could 
never forget that the virtues along with 
strength of body and mind were nurtured 
in the homestead; and the whole idea 


dearest to him, was the idea of the 
homestead. Though the conditions of 
that homestead might be rigorous, they 
were at all events healthy, breeding 
hardihood and power. And under this 


'scheme they would have independence, 


which, to him, was greater as an incentive 
than any other prompting of national 
policy. It was not a class they wished 
to favour; it was a race of men they 


wished to preserve. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said the right hon. Gentleman 
the Prime Minister had interrupted his 
hon. friend the Member for North Ayrshire 
when quoting a Return published last 


vear in reference to the agricultural 
population. His hon. friend had 


pointed out that the figures which the 
Prime Minister had selected as affirming 
his statement that land for small holdings 
was difficult to obtain in certain counties, 
were not borne out by the facts. He 
would also point out that before the 


Departmental Committee, Lord Car- 
rington’s estate agent had asserted 
that there was no difficulty in 


obtaining land for experimental pur- 
poses with regard to small holdings. 
In the speech they had just heard the 
right hon. Gentleman had had a good deal 
to say about the question of land in 
Scotland available for deer forests ; 
but the Return from which the 
right hon. Gentleman made his quota- 
tions was for the year 1892, and it was 
getting a little bit out of date. There 
was a Return for last year in which were 
included those counties in which deer 
forests most largely abounded, in other 
words, Argyll, Inverness, Sutherland, and 
Ross and Cromarty. He would like the 
House to see what the state of these 
counties was in regard to the supply 
of land for small holdings. There 
was no information in the Return with 
regard to Sutherland. With reference to 
Ross and Cromarty it stated that there 
were a number of crofters emigrating to 
Canada and there was no demand for 
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vacant crofts. In Argyll there was said to | 
be little demand for allotments and small | 
holdings, and there was no difficulty in | 
getting the land where it was required. | 
The House would see from the Return | 
that there was no difficulty in these 
deer-ridden counties in acquiring land 
for small holdings. It was asked why ? 
If they took the Report with regard to 
Inverness it would at once become | 
apparent to the House. Mr. Cran 
wrote— 


“There is no difficulty in obtaining small 
holdings in high altitudes, but few allotments 
are available and the small holdings have not 
been a great success. What is wanted by 
small farmers and crofters especially is owner 
ship of the land they occupy.” 

What was the Lord Advocate’s authority | 
for saying that not more than 3 per | 
cent. of the people of Scotland wanted | 
to purchase? He would like to see the | 
data on which the right hon. Gentleman | 
based his figures. He did not base | 
any argument on any 
demand, because he for one believed 
that small holdings could be pros- 
perous only if they were established 
on a sound economic basis, and on 
such a basis he believed there would be a 
demand for small holdings, but he denied 
that there would be any demand for 


them on the basis which the Government | 


proposed. He proposed to examine the 
sill from the point of view of the 
different parties affected. To begin with 
the smallest holders—what he wanted to 
know from the Government was whether 
or not the cottars were to be included 
in this Bill. Was there to be 
fixitv of tenure for the tenant of the 
small holder? If there was to be fixity 
of tenure, if the tenant of the small holder 
was to have rights and privileges, and if 
the rights and privileges of the small 
holder were to be broken in upon, then the 
small holders in Scotland would have 
something not very pleasant to say to the 
members of the Government. Let 
them take the next class. What 
was the position of the existing small 
holder ?_ His hope, very naturally, would 
be for a reduction of rent. A reduction 
of rent was at best problematical; and 
did the House think that the small holder 
would view with satisfaction the absolute 
certainty of incurring increased charges 
which at the present moment were borne 
by the landlord—charges for upkeep 


Mr. Mitchell-Thomson, 
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and charges for matters like fencing and 
draining? Did the Government think 
that the small holder would be delighted 
to learn that he was going to be rated on 
the value of buildings, while the new 
small holder was not going to be 
rated? Did they think that he would 
be pleased to know that the Govern- 
intended to vive money by 
way of gift or loan to the new 
' small holder, while he was to get nothing, 


| while he would thus have to compete 


with a subsidised competitor, and, more 
than that, while he would be asked to 
contribute towards the subsidy? Did 


'thev think that the existing small holder 


would be pleased with that ? Did they 
think that he would be pleased to know 
that his customary system of tenure was 
no longer to be possible for him? Did 
they think that the existing smallholder 
would be pleased when, under this Bill, 
everything was to be reduced to a stereo - 


absence of, typed and cast-iron formula, and elas- 


|ticity of private contract removed ? 
| When the small holder realised what his 
| position under the Bill was going to be, 
_ he would certainly think that any reduc- 
‘tion of rent which might accrue to him 
|would be bought at a very dear price. 
| As to the new small holder, the right hon. 
| Gentleman had said that of all people in 
| the world surely the new holder, under 
_ this Bill, was entitled to be called blessed. 
He got his land provided for him with 
the assistance of the State, and he got 
State assistance for raising buildings, 
and yet he could never rise to the 
full magic of property, while he 
had to face under this Bill the almost 
inevitable miseries of mortgage. He 
wondered if hon. Members opposite had 
realised what was in the Bill. Did they 
realise that under Clause 15 a man who 
was indebted to the State was to be no 
longer a freeman but a serf, and tied to 
the soil? They were setting up the 
Council of three and the Court of five to 
whom the small holder was to be 
bound. They were to be the arbiters of 
his destiny, the Lords of his head, the 
gombeen-men of the State. Let them 
take the class of farmers. Up and 
down Scotland farmers’ associations 
had been passing resolutions condemn- 
ing the principles of the Bill. He 
invited the Lord Advocate and any 
hon. Member opposite whether now or 
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Jiter on in the debate, to rise and tell 
him of one farmers’ association in Scot- 
land which had passed a resolution in 
favour of the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. A. DEWAR (Edinburgh, §.) said 
the Lothian Farmers’ Association passed 
a resolution unanimously in favour of 
the Bill. . 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON said that 


that must be a unique instance. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : No, Sir, it is not. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON - said 
that at any rate the central associa 
tion which represented all the farm- 
ing associations, the Chamber of 
Agriculture, had passed such a resolu- 
tion condemning the principles of 
Bil, and that association represented 
generally agricultural opinion in Scot- 
tand. [An Hon. Memper: No.] In 
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| he had to provide his contribution to 


the extra sum of £85,000 which was 
going to be raised under the Bill. 
In the second place, he had to con- 
tribute his mite to the sustenance of the 
great official hierarchy which was going to 
batten on the public purse in carrying 
out the provisions of the Bill. In the 
third place, as a ratepayer he had to 
make up the difference caused by 
the loss in rateable value in his own 





area arising from the loss on that 
proportion of the rental which was 
represented by the interest on advances 
|made through the Agricultural Com- 
missioners, and by the difference between 
the value of the farm buildings as they 
existed now and those same buildings as 
they would be valued if they were build- 
ings occupied by thesmall holders. Those 
were differences which would fall upon 
all ratepayers within the rating area. 
Therefore they could not wonder that the 
farmers who were taxpayers and rate- 
payers were inclined to look askance at 





the debates on the Land Tenure Bill they the proposals made by the Government. 
were told by the hon. Baronet the | When they came to the last class of persons 
Member for South Somerset that it did | affected —the present landowner—-of 
represent the agricultural opinion of| course they were face to face with 


Scotland. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherlandshire) said 
he absolutely denied that statement. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON 
the resolution against the principles 
of the Bill was 
Central Chamber of Agriculture by a 
majority of eight to one. That reso 
lution was passed against an amendment, 
which was voted down, to the effect 
that the Bill was to be approved as an 
honest attempt to deal with the difficulty. 
Indeed, a petition from the Chamber 
against the Bill had been presented to the 
House. He did not wonder that the 
farmers of Scotland had taken that view. 
Had hon. Members opposite considered 
the penalties which were to be inflicted 
upon the farmer? Apart from the ques- 
tion of damages or compensation for 


said | 


passed by the| 


| the question of principle already alluded 
| to. Before dealing with} that he 
| would like to put one or two specific 
| points to the Government upon which he 
'desired a clear statement. In _ the 
| first place, there was the question of the 
| march fences. In case outlying portions 
| of an estate were taken, who was going to 
| pay for the erection of the march fences, 
| which would cost at least 6d. a yard, 
and if they were going to put up a good 
| fence it would cost anything between 1s. 
| and 1s. 3d. per yard ? Was the landlord, 
| or the small owner, or the Land Court 
| going to find that money? Then there 
| 





was another point with regard to insur- 
ance. Who was going to be responsible 
for insuring the buildings? Had that 
| got to be done by the small holders, 
{the State, or the landowner? They 
'were told that the landlord had no in 


| terest in the buildings. Was the “tate 





destruction or loss of revenue in the | goingisto the insurance business, or was It 
working of the farm—nd it was question- | to be done by the small holder, and, if so, 
able whether any damages could be en- | what guarantee was there that the money 

orecd at all because there was no/ the small holder recovered was going to be 
provision for enforcing them— the | applied to the replacement of the build- 
farmer was subject to three penalties. | ing? What would happen in the case of 
In the first place, as a taxpayer’ the bankruptcy of a small holder? He 
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would also like to know if a small holder , |condition between heaven and 


740 
earth, 
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could borrow money on his improve- | which the landlord could not let, sup- 


ments? He noticed, too, that compensa- 
tion was payable for the injury te the 
letting value of the land, but what about 
injury to the letting value of the building ? 
What about injury or loss resulting from 
the fact that the buildings left on the farm 


| 
| 


posing the buildings had been run down 


i by the last tenant and the local public 


|health authority came down upon the 
landowner and condemned the buildings 
‘as being in a bad sanitary state and 


ordered them to be put right ; 


did the 


were too big after small holdings had been | Government propose to sanction a sys- 
|tem by which a local authority could call 


struck off ? 
pensation for that ? 


Was there to be any com- 


Let them take a/| 


upon the landlord to put buildings into a 


more extreme case—that of ploughmen’s | sanitary condition when it had been laid 


cottages. On some estates rows of these 
cottages had been built. If a large | 
number of small owners came on that 
estate the ploughmen’s cottages would | 
be valueless and would represent a dead | 
loss. 
Why was this question of compensation 


to be settled by the Land Court who would | 


be judges in their own cause, and not 
by arbitration ? Then again, in regard to 
fairrents. Fair rents was very much of a 
misnomer, because it apparently meant a 
rent which in one way was fair and which 
in another way was unfair. For if the 


Who was going to pay for them?|had been raised to dual 


down in the Bill that the landlord 
would not be permitted to touch those 
buildings? That was one of the 
difficulties. Clause 14 was responsible 
for a large part of the objection which 
ownership. 
There seemed to be a certain amount of 
misunderstanding on the Treasury Bench 


'upon this point, because the Solicitor- 


tenant thought his rent was too high, he | 


could either renounce his holding or not 
enter into it; but if the landlord 
thought the rent was too low he could 
not say that he would not let the 
land, because he was bound to let it 
under the Bill. That might or might 
not be a good thing, but what he asked 
the House to remember was that the 
words “fair rent’ were hardly appro- 
priate to an operation of that kind. 
Then as to buildings erected by the 
tenant. This was really a very impor- 
tant point. Supposing they had got an 
estate suitable for feuing, and nearly, but 
not quite, ripe for that purpose, the small 
holder who held a bit of land might take 
it into his head to erect buildings upon it. 
Was the landlord to have no control over 
those buildings ? Was he to watch them 
being erected in the sure and certain 
knowledge that when he came to take over 


General for Scotland had devoted a long 
and elaborate argument to the nature 
of the ownership, and had proved to his 
own satisfaction that the Bill did not 
establish dual ownership. Then the Lord- 
Advocate had declared that the Bill did 
create dual ownership and defended the 
measure upon that score. Hy the time 
the debate ended he hoped the Govern- 
ment would make up their minds which 


horse they were going to ride. If he 
understood the Solicitor - General for 
Scotland aright he said that dual 


or divided ownership was a vile phrase 
which was unknown to the law of Scot- 
land, and he went on to say that what was 
known to the law was joint ownership. 
He proceeded to argue that this Bill 
did not create joint ownership. No one 
ever suggested that it did. It was 
perfectly clear that the Bill certainly did 
not create joint ownership ; for in joint 
ownership any loss fell on both parties, 


whereas it was clear from the provisions 


of the Bill that 


the land he would have to pay the full | 


value for those buildings simply in order 
that he might pull them down ? 


what about the land during the interval | 


provided under Clause 14 ? 
no power to let the land pending the de- 
cision of the Land Court, and who 


There was | there were cases in 


was to be responsible to the landlord for | 
the rent duringthat period? Supposing | 


thev had a bit of land hanging in this | 


Mr. Mitchell-Thomson. 


all the loss would be 
borne by one party, the landlord. 
In regard to the question of divided 
ow nership, he asked the hon. and learned 
‘Gentleman to recollect that in going 


Then | through his catalogue of powers and func- 


tions he was not entirely accurate, for 
which the landlord 
was forbidden to let his property, and 
there were cases in which the tenant 
was allowed to bequeath his property. 
On the general question he would put the the 
of an ‘apologue. ue. 
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Supposing he gave the Solicitor-Geneval a { said on page 31 of their Report (Cd. 
motor-car, he would have full and un- | 3277)— 


divided property in it, subject, of course, 
to the law of the land. But supposing 
he gave it to him on the condition that 
the car was only to be used for the 
purpose, unless he gave leave to use it 
otherwise, of drivinghthe Chancellor of 
the Duchy about London, would the 
hon. Gentleman say that his ownership 
was still undivided? Would he not 
say that it was in commission between 


himself, the giver, and the Chancellor of | 
And if, instead of having | 


the Duchy ? 
the car given to him, the hon. Gentle- 
man found these restrictions were being 
imposed on the use of a car which 
he had bought and paid for with 
his own money, would he still say 
that he possessed undivided property 
in the car? He left the hon. and 
learned Gentleman to his own conscience. 
He would only ask him whether under 
this system the voluntary agreements 
for the constitution of small holdings 


which had been entered into in consider- | 


able numbers in recent years were likely 


to continue? In Scotland there had been | 


a steady increase in the number of 
farms of what might be called small 
holdings size. Since 1895 farms over 
300 acres had decreased from 18,787 to 
17,828 ; those of five to fifty acres had 
increased from 33,921 to 34,645; and 
those of fifty to 300 acres had in- 
creased from 22,802 to 23,123. The 
increase was thus most marked in the 
class which this Bill was intended to 
benefit. Did the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man think that these voluntary agree- 
ments would continue if this Bill became 


law? He could hardly believe that 
the hon. Gentleman would give an 


answer in the affirmative. They were 
told that the Bill was an experiment. 
Why was Scotland to be made 
the corpus vile of this experiment ? 
Was a diffe-ent experiment to be made 
in England, and, if so, what was 
the reason for the difference? Why 
was Scotland to have set up this miserable 
substitute for the Board of Agriculture ? 
Why was Scotland not to have a branch 
of the Board of Agriculture? Why 
did the Government persist in ignoring 
the recommendations of the Departmental 
Committee that sat on this subject, who 


“The Committee recommend, therefore, 
| that special branches of the Board of Agricul- 
| ure for England and Scotland be formed for the 
| purpose of making definite experiments on an 
| adequate scale and on an economic basis in 
| the creation of small holdings. . . The Com- 
| mittee lay special stress on the desirability of 
regarding such action as experimental, 
inasmuch as the evidence placed before them 
} 

| 

| 





goes to show that encouragement and example, 
together with demonstration of the economic 
soundness of land sub-division is necessary 
to encourage both private owners and local 
authorities to embark in the operation.” 

Why did the Government not act 
on that recommendation? Why did 
they not “ ca’ canny?” There might 
be other than economic reasons tor 
the course that was being taken, and 
he observed that there were seventy 
Members of the House who were 
vice-presidents of the Land National- 
isition Society, including the names 
of three Members of the Govern- 
iment. Before the mass of the Govern- 
ment supporters hastened into the lobby 
‘in support of this measure, he would 
remind them of the aphorism of Mon- 
| taigne—He who transfers property from 
its owner to another does not deserve 
the name of Liberal. 





*Mr. ERSKINE (Perthshire, W.) said he 
would endeavour to meet two objections 
in principle which had been urged by 
'hon. Gentlemen who had spoken in 
opposition to the Bill. It had been 
stated again and again in the course of the 
debate that there was no demand for 
this Bill. They had been asked, Why, 
then, disturb the present condition of 
affairs in Scotland, which were going on 
inanagreeable way? That was urged hy 
the hon. Member for North Ayrshire. The 
other objection was that the Bill proposed 
to introduce a system of dual or divided 
| ownership, and that it would be accom- 
panied by the same undesirable results 
that had accompanied dual ownership 
in Ireland. If those two objections 
were not mutually destructive, they were, 
at any rate, contradictory, because if 
there was no demand for the Bill, if public 
opinion in Scotland did not support the 
measure, and if it did not embody the 
wishes of a large section of the agricul- 
tural community, then it would remain 
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a dead letter, and the spectre of dual 
ownership would not be raised. The 
Report on the decline of the agricultural 
population, which had been referred 
to more than once in the course of the 
debate, stated that the majority of 
the correspondents reported that there 
was a demand for small holdings which 
was not satisfied, Reports were received 
to this effect from correspondents in 
Aberdeenshire, Banffshire, Forfarshire, 
Kincardineshire, Peebles-shire, Perth- 
shire, Roxburghshire, Inverness-shire, 
Ayrshire, and Caithness. All stated 
that there was a demand for smal) hold- 
ings, and that the demand had not been 


met. He thought that those who had 
come into contact with agricultural 


feeling in rural districts would say 
that there was a strong demand that the 
principles embodied in the Bill should be 
carried out. The strongest demand of 
all was to be found in the Census Returns 
for the last decennial period—1891 to 
1901. The Returns showed that the 
population in the rural districts had 
declined by 4°6 per cent. That did not 
represent the full gravity of thecase. The 
natural increase of 11 per cent. had dis- 
appeared, so that in 1901 the rural 
population was nearly 16 per cent. 
lower as compared with 1901, than it 
ought to have been if normal conditions 
had prevailed. He wassure that no hon. 
Member would deny that the demand 
for legislation was not only articulate 
but clamant. The second objection which 
had been again and again urged was 
that the Bill established a system of dual 
or divided ownership. He used that 
phrase to express the condition of 
partnership where the land was hired. 
Hon. Members who had urged that ob- 
jection had held up the case of Ireland 
as a warning. The dual or divided 
ownership contemplated by this measure 
was not the dual ownership which 
had existed in Ireland. The House 
well knew that Irish dual ownership was 
described as the “ three F’s ””—fair rent, 
fixity of tenure, and free sale. Where 
was the free sale under this Bill? It 
was not included, and he thought rightly 
not included, because it would be ac- 
companied by most undesirable results 
in Scotland. He could not agree with 
the mover of the Amendment that if 
thev had divided ownership they must 
Mi. Erskine. 
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also have free sale. The evils of free 
sale had been simply put by the Lord 
Advocate in an article which he contti- 
buted recently to the Nation. Under 
free sale one of the main  advan- 
tages given by the Bill would be de- 
feated, and that was fair rents. The 
hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire 
had pointed out that in his constituency 
the excessive demand for small holdings 
had foreed up the rents above their 
economic value. If a landlord got an 
offer for a farm he naturally asked 
himself whether there was not a risk 
that the offerer of a very high rent would 
not be tempted to skin the land so as to 
recoup himself during the lease, and 
therefore he often accepted a lower 
offer. But under free sale that would 
not be the case. The seller of tenant 
right would have no further interest in 
the soil; he got cash down for his 
right, and left the incoming tenant 
with an overwhelming weight of purchase 
money upon him. Therefore, free sale 
had, in his opinion, been wisely left out 
of the provisions of the Bill. There would 
under this Bill be a condition of partner- 
ship between the landlord and the tenant, 
but that in no way differed in principle 
from the divided ownership established 
under the Agricultural Holdings Act of 
1883 as regarded manuring and similar 
improvements. That limited ownership 
was recognised and extended by the 
Act of 1900, under which the tenant was 
able to carry out drainage operations, and 
the principle was still further extended by 
the Act of 1906 in connection with the 
maintenance of buildings. By — these 
Acts the tenant had to be compensated 
before he left his holding for the improve- 
ments which he had effected and which 
were not exhausted. He could see no 
difference in principle between the pro- 
posals under this Bill and the Acts which 
he had mentioned. The hon. Member 
for North Ayrshire had told them and 
the Scottish Chamber of Agriculture 
had said that the Bill provided for not 
only dual but triple ownership. But 
if so, then there had already been triple 
ownership under the Drainage Act of 1896, 
under which £4,000,000 had been advanced 
by the State to the landowners of the 
country to carry out drainage opera™ 
tions, or else what constituted triple 
ownership when £65,000 _ year was 
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advanced to tenants, that did not con- 
stitute triple ownership when £4,000,000 
was advanced to landlords? No doubt the 
system under the present Bill might 
become a little more complex, the 
interests might be in different proportions, 
but any objection on that ground could 
well be met by the Agricultural Com- 
missioners having a record made of the 
state of the holdings coming under the 
operation of the Act and on each subse- 
quent application to the Land Court. 
That would be a security against bad 
cultivation ; it would ensure the taxpayer 
that the subject on which he had advanced 
money would not be deteriorated. The 
Bill was conceived, not in a_ hostile 
spirit against landlords, but to deal 
with the great national malady of rural 
depopulation. Some hon. Members had 
prophesied the disastrous effect which 
would ensue if the Bill became law; 
they said that large farms would be 
abolished; but the Government had 
declared that they wanted every kind of 
culture and every variety in size of farm. 
The hon. Member for Durham had spoken 
about small holdings picking out the 
eyes of the land, but the hon. Gentleman 
must be well aware that it was to be 
suitable land that was to be taken for 
small holdings, and that the Agricultural 
Commissioners would see to it that only 
suitable land for such holdings was 
taken. In these days isolated small 
holdings would not pay; they must be 
grouped and so give full facilities for 
co-operation. Another objection which had 
been urged was that the Bill would dry 
up the money that had been laid out on 
farms in Scotland. The hon. Member for 
Leith had said that £2,000,000 a year was 
at present spent on farms in Scotland, 
and the hon. Member for North Ayrshire 
had stated the sum at £2,500,000. He did 
not know where they got their figures, 
but taking the rental of the farms in 
Scotland at £5,300,000 and £2,000,000 
as spent on the farms per annum that 
amounted to 36 per cent. on the rental. 
[Opposition cheers.}| Hon. Members 
opposite cheered, but those estates on 
which 36 per cent. of the rental was 
spent in improvements must be in a 
very high state of upkeep. He 
held, however, that over a long period of 
years 36 per cent. was an excessive rate of 
outlay which was of economic necessity, | 
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and that on most estates 20 per cent. 
would be found to be sufficient. Of that 
rental there was over £690,000 represent- 
ing holdings of £50 a year and under. 
No doubt on such holdings the landlord 
would not spend as much as he had 
hitherto done, but then the land-holder 
would spend the money. He did not 
believe in all the gloomy prophesies 
which had been made as to the effect of 
this Bill if it became law. It was a 
measure to keep people on the land, 
which would give people freer access to 
the land, encourage cultivation of the 
land, and open a fuller and more complete 
career to those who now lived on the 
land, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) : 
I congratulate the hon. Member who has 
just sat down upon the moderation of 
his speech and the sincere attempt which 
he made to grapple with some few of the 
problems presented by the Bill, which I 


‘cannot help regarding as one of the 


most extraordinary projects of legislation 
ever submitted to the House. I wish 
that the last spokesman for the Govern- 
ment had followed the course which the 
hon. Gentleman subsequently pursued 
and that the Lord Advocate had really 
tried to deal with the questions which 
this Bill raises. But the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman made no such 
attempt. No doubt the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman was very persuasive, 
especially when he was addressing an 
audience not intimately acquainted with 
thesubject. I could not help being struck 
by one omission from the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s speech. He criticised 
my hon. friend the Member for North 
Ayrshire for the tone and temper of some 
of his remarks, and he was good enough 
to say that my hon. friend had concluded 
his speech by asking a series of very 
practical questions which deserved an 
answer, but the hon. Member for North 
Ayrshire did not get that answer. I 
cannot help thinking that if the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had confined 
himself less to rhetoric—which, in its 
proper place, I greatly admire—no one 


| would have had cause to complain, and 


if lie had made rather more of an attempt 
to grapple with the problems stated 
with great clearness and moderation by 
my hon. friend, the discussion would 
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have been more greatly advanced than it | 
is.*.There is one point to which the | 
hon. Member who has just sat down, 
the Lord Advocate, and almost everybody 
who hasspoken on that side of the House, | 
appeared to be in agreement, viz. : that 
in Scotland we are suffering from rural 
depopulation, and that this Bill is a 
measure by which rural depopulation, if 
it cannot be wholly cured, may at all 
events be greatly diminished. The right | 
hon. Gentleman began his speech by 
giving the House a lurid account, 
partly in his own words and _ partly 
in the words of the hon. Member for 
Huddersfield, of the condition of Scotland, 
which was described as unique in Europe 
—unique because you had at the same 
time and in close proximity the extreme of 
congestion in one place and the extreme 
of depopulation in another. Of course 
it is perfectly easy for anybody who does 
not know the geographical configuration 
of Scotland to point out on the map that 
there are great areas in the northern 
half where the population is extremely 
sparse, and then to go on to say that close 
to that great area you have cities like 
Glasgow where the congestion is great and 
where undoubtedly the condition of a 
large number of inhabitants, although 
greatly improved, is still far removed from 
what any Member of this House would de- 
sire tosee permanent. But what relation 
have those two facts to one another 2 
Does the right hon. Gentleman really 
ask the House or the country to believe 
that Glasgow is overcrowded because 
there are deer forests in Rosshire or 
Inverness-shire 1 That is really playing 
with one of the greatest and most difficult 
problems with which we have to deal. 
Everybody admits how pressing is the 
urban question, but we are only deferring 
the solution of that question if we treat 
it in the rhetorical manner dear to the 
heart of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but so little instructive and so little 
calculated to help us to find a way out 
of the difficulties, not only in Glasgow, 
but in every great centre of population 
in Scotland, England, France, Germany 
and America. We all know, oreverybody | 
ought to know, that this so called migra- 
tion from the country is no! the result ofa 
particular system of land tenure in this 
country or that country; that it pre- | 
vails in countries habitual 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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mode of tenure is in small holdings ; 
that it prevails in countries where the 
habitual mode of tenure is in large 
holdings; that it prevails where estates 
are big, where estates are small,- and 
where the amount of unoccupied land 
is practically limitless. Is it not rather 
unwise to hold out to us on all 
sides of the House, who are most 
anxious to come to close quarters with this 
condition of urban population, random 
guesses and quack remedies, which have 
nothing to do with the real malady which 
greatly preoccupies us ? The hon. Member 
for Blackfriars dwelt at some length, 
and somewhat in the same style as the 
Lord Advocate, with this question, but I 
think that everybody ought to remember 
that however you are going to deal 
with the urban problem you do not 
diminish its gravity or its difficulty by 
increasing the number of the rural in- 
habitants of the country. The effect is 
exactly the reverse. You increase the 
difficulty by bringing people in the 
ordinary phrase “ back to the land,” and 
you must remember to distinguish be- 
tween the permanent phases and the 
passing phases of this problem. It is 
quite true of course that if an industry 
like agriculture goes through a period of 
deep depression, as it is indeed doing 
now, and as it did more acutely a few 
years ago, it is inevitable, as it is in 
engineering, in cotton spinning, and 
in other trades, that the employment in 
that trade will be smaller, and people 
will have to go to other places where new 
occupations can be found. That has 
nothing to do with land tenure, it is the 
result of plain, simple economic processes. 
It may be the fact that you can contrive 
to have some alteration in your land 
tenure which would for a time keep more 
people on the land, increase the number 
of persons gaining a livelihood by working 
the land, but if you think that that is 
going to diminish rural migration to the 
towns you have omitted te consider 
the plainest, and most obvious facts 
of the case. The larger the number 
of families whose heads are engaged in 
agriculture, the larger will be the number 
of people who in normal circumstances 
will necessarily migrate from the rural to 
the urban districts, and it is so for the 
plain reason that the number who can 


properly be employed in agriculture 








749 Small Landholders 
under any system is limited. You can- 
not lay down precise limits. If you have 
more land under grass it will be more 
difficult to introduce successfully what 
is now called intensive cultivation. The 
number is limited, and the more you in- 
crease the number of families engaged in 
agriculture, the larger is the source— 
the birth-rate remaining the same—from 


which people will have to leave agricul- | 


ture and to enter the towns and find 
those varied employments which can 


only be found in towns or at least | 


cannot be found in rural districts. That 
is a mathematical proposition which can- 
not be disputed, a proposition left out 
of account in these discussions, and vet 
one of the greatest possible importance. 
If we are to turn our mind from the 
temporary phase due to agricultural 
depression and to concentrate our gaze 
upon the present relations between urban 
and rural communities, it is capable of 
mathematical demonstration that the 
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larger the nunawer engaged in agriculture | 
the larger the number who migrate to | 


the town. 


House because it is apt to be forgotten; | 


but I ought to add that I do not believe 
the present Bill of the Government will 
greatly add to the number of families 


do not think myself that it is very rele- 


relevant to the arguments of the Lord 
Advocate, of the hon. Member who has 
just sat down, and of the hon, Member 
for Blackfriars. The Government them- 
not contemplate that 
number of people engaged in agriculture 
will be greatly augmented by this Bill. 
They have indeed made special provision 
in the Bill which will check the only con- 
ceivable means by which the number of 
persons could be greatly augmented. 
That only conceivable means is by in- 
tensive cultivation, by devoting labour 


selves do 


and money to very highly manured | 


and very highly prepared ground. That 
can only be carried out on holdings and 
probably on very much smaller holdings 
than £50. Directly you have created a 
£50 holding you have for all time pre- 
vented that holding being used for 
intensive cultivation. It is immune. 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stnciarr, Forfarshire): No. 


I put that argument to the | 


| 
| 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 


Gentleman in charge of the Bill says 
‘“No.” If he will tell me where in the 
Bill the holder of a £50 holding who is 
using his farm for ordinary agricultural 
purpose can be dispossessed in favour of 
three or more people who are prepared to 
use it for intensive cultivation I will admit 
that his argument is correct. How are 
they to be dispossessed ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Bill includes 
holdings of all sorts, from one acre to 
fifty acres. The holder of any holding 
has complete security for the outlay and 
capital which he puts into the holding. 
He has therefore every encouragement 
for intensive cultivation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken. If a man holds 
a farm of £50 rental it will not pay him to 
go in for intensive cultivation. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It may or it may 


not; he can give it up. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He can give it 
up, but you cannot get it, and that is the 
point I want to make. The right hon. 


; | Gentleman proposes to create a large 
engaged in rural work Scotland. [| : ee x 

ngage ural work in Scotland. I) number of holdings, some of which are to 
| be far 


vant to the discussion, although strictly | 


intensive 
immune 


limits of 
These are to be 


above the 
cultivation. 


| from any species of sub-division for all 


| time. It 


the | 





may be desirable that th:se 
holdings should be cut up. But how- 
ever much the good landlord, if he had 
it in his power, would cut such a holding 
up, he cannot touch it; the Land 
Commission cannot touch it; the bureau- 
cratic tribunal which the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to set up cannot 
touch it; it remains there an obstacle to 
the very policy which he tells us he means 
to carry out. The Lord Advocate threw 
down a challenge. He said nobody had 
replied to the speech of hi: learned friend 
the Solicitor-General for Scotland who 
spoke yesterday afternoon. One of the 
people who replied to his learned friend 
the Solicitor-General was himself, because 
the Solicitor-General for Scotland insisted 
that there was nothing in the nature of 
tenant right created by this Bill, and the 
whole speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
depended, in his own terminology at any 
rate, on the fact that the system of tenant 








751 Sinall Landholders 


tight was contemplated; but I do not 
cP to leave the reply only to the 
Lord Advocate, and I will ask the Solicitor- 
General for Scotland whether the main 
intention of his speech was not that fixity 
of tenure was the one thing which the Bill 
desired to give. I do not propose to argue 
whether fixity of tenure is good or bad at 
this moment, but I want to ask on what 
possible principle the Government have 
arranged that fixity of tenure shall be 
given and given alone to holdings of land 
up to £50 in value. Above £50 the 
ordinary circumstances are to prevail, 
and labourers, cotters, every class en- 
gaged in agriculture except these 
favoured few, are to be left without this 
fixity of tenure which, according to the 
Solicitor-General for Scotland, is the one 
blessing the Bill is intended to bestow on 
the people of Scotland. I do not under- 
stand what is the object of the Govern- 
ment. They do not pretend, broadly 
speaking, that there have been foolish or 
cruel evictions ; they do not pretend that 
there are grievances to be remedied ; 
and, if there are no grievances to be 


remedied, how is fixity of tenure going to | 


affect rural depopulation or good hus- 
bandry ? Is it to be said that every man 
has a right to remain in the occupation of 
the home where he happens to be ? 
If so, extend that right. Well, there are 
some 38,000,000 in Great Britain al! 
having equal right to a home and, [ sup- 
pose, equal right to fixity of tenure or I 
do not know why they have not. I, for 
example, a tenant of the Crown, may bx 
described as a national tenant ; but the 
nation does not propose to give me fixity 
of tenure. I wish it would. There are 
vast numbers of the urban and rural] 
population to whom this might apply. 

do not understand why the Government 
have brought forward this particular pro- 
posal, unless they can show that the class to 
whom they offer it are suffering under an 
exceptional state of things. But there is 
no attempt to show that; there is no 
suggestion that a grievance exists; and 
to bring in a Bill which is to be universal 
in its application, upsetting the whole 
historical basis of land tenure for Scot- 
land, to remedy a grievance which those 
who bring it in do not pretend exists, 
appears to me to be foolish and extravagant 


legislation. My experience of letting | 


farms in Scotland when I was young was 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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that the universal practice was to give 
nineteen years leases, and that was all the 
landlord wished to give or the tenant to 
take; but now tenants will not take 
nineteen years leases. They say—or, at 
least, that is so in the part of the country 
with which I am acquainted—the condi- 
tions of agriculture are so uncertain that 
they do no care to commit themselves to 
such a term; they refuse to have that 
approximation to stability of tenure 
which the Government desire to impose 
nolens volens on every holder under £50. 
I have another grievance against the Lord 
Advocate more serious than any I have 
yet advanced. I listened to his sp2ech 
from beginning to end, as did many 
Members I am now addressing, and their 
applause showed they listened in an 
admiring, favouring spirit. To those 
admirers I now appeal; did the Lord 
| Advocate from beginning to end rest his 
'case on anything except upon what was 
going on beyond the Highland line and 
in the crofting countries ?_ If this were a 
Bill to amend the Crofters Act, I should be 
' glad to discuss it on its merits. For good 
or for evil, the House has adopted a 
different principle in crofting tenures—a 
system which might be suitable to those 
areas, but to extend the principle to areas 
historically, climatically, and economic- 
ally different, at all events requires 
| justification. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man give any? He gave none whatso- 
ever ; not only did he give no justification, 
| but he did not touch the subject. In the 
| Lowlands of Scotland you have a system 
of farming more highly developed, I 
| believe, within its limits, than is found in 
| any other country in the world—a system 
| upon which there has been larger expendi- 
ture by landlord and tenant than is found 
anywhere else. The expenditure by the 
tenant is now protected, and rightly 
protected, from any invasion by the land- 
lord. Dealing with this system, which 
| produces admirable and surprising results, 
‘down comes the Government, and upon 
| the ground that a certain class of legisla- 
| tion has succeeded in another part of the 
| country where the people and the soil are 
poor and agriculture backward, where the 
history of the tenure is altogether differ- 
lent, and, on the strength of that alone, 
| proposes to introduce into this highly- 
developed system of the Lowlands that 
which mzy or may not be suited to the 
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Highlands, and could only be suitable 
there because, from the nature of the 
case, agriculture was in a backward state. 
From even the Highland point of view 
the right hon. Gentleman is wrong. In 
his statement of the Highland case the 
right hon. Gentleman attacked me for a 
speech I made some twenty years ago, 
in which I said that if the poverty of the 
Highlands was such as had been described 
in the debate then the people would not be 
able to raise themselves under the Act 
from the position in which they were, 
and that public contributions would be 
required. They were required and given. 
When the right hon. Gentleman brings 
forward a case—of course, I have not had 
an opportunity of examining it—in 
which, with only a small contribution from 
public funds, people were established on 
adequate holdings under satisfactory 
conditions, and it turns out that they had 
under the previous unreformed law been 
able to accumulate sufficient capital to 
carry out permanent improvements and 
buildings upon which their property 
depended, I can only say these were not 
the people I described as requiring public | 
money ; they were people who were far 
better off under the old system than the 
people of Glasgow, described as living 
three or four in one room—people you do 
not propose to assist. What I stated in 
that debate—I have not referred to the 
speech, but, judging from the quotations 
given—-was absolutely true so far as it 
referred to the people in the state of 
poverty described. Now Lam going to do 
what the Lord Advocate did not do, and 
show how the Bill will affect that part of 
Scotland hitherto, like other parts of the 
civilised world, left to the working of 
ordinary tenure under private ownership. 
I can quite understand Socialist support 
being given to something in the nature of 
State ownership, but this Bill has the 
unique peculiarity of offending every 
canon of legislation any human being may 
hold from the extreme of doctrinaire 
inlividualism to the extreme of revolu- 
tionary socialism. There is no responsible 
statesman, politician, or theorist in the 
country who will not be ofiended by the 
provisions of the Bill. Let us examine 
it, not as the Lord Advocate did, in rela- 
tion to that part of the country where 
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exceptional legislation exists. You can- 
not introduce this for the Lowlands of ! 
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Scotland only ; if you introduce it there 
you must introduce it into England ; it is 
nota Scottish Bill at all. It is Scottish 
because a clause at the end declares it 
shall apply to Scotland. In that narrow 
and technical sense I do not deny it ; but 
it does not deal with any problem pecu- 
liarly Scottish, or any system of land 
tenure peculiarly Scottish, and if you 
adopt it for Scotland you must adopt it at 
once for the sister kingdom. I am quite 
aware there are hon. Members who would 
like that done. Let us realise then that 
if you do this for Scotland, you do it for 
England, and it is clear that, carried out 
on a large scale, it means an enormous 
pecuniary loss to somebody. You have 
farms in Scotland carefully mapped out to 
suit buildings of a certain size carefully 
designed to suit the farms. If you 
are going to divide the farms as proposed 
under the Bill, it is quite manifest that 
you will render wholly valueless a great 
part of the capital expenditure on these 
buildings. New buildings will have to be 
erected and there will have to be new 
fencing to divide your new holdings from 
the remaining parts. [ am not sure 
whether English Members thoroughly 
realise this. The practice in the Lowlands 
of Scotland is for the labour required on 
the farm to find accommodation on the 
farm. There isa house for the ploughman 
in each farmsteading, as we call it in my 
part of the country, and accommodation 
for the labourers on the farm. Now it is 
quite clear that when you take away a 
fragment of the outlying portion of a farm, 
creating a new holding, you cannot com- 
pel the owner to give up part of his cottage 
for the new holding, and if you could 
compel him, the cottages would not be 
conveniently situated; new cottages 
would have to be erected for the new 
holding. It is perfectly manifest that this 
must involve a very great loss. But it is 
only a small part of the loss. Consider the 
position of the tenant you bring in, and 
of the landlord on whom you saddle 
him, under this experiment, as you 
justly call it, and see whether it is going 
to prove a success. We must assume 
that even if your bureaucracy that is 
gcing to take the management of the 
land out of the hands of the landlords, 
and manage all broad Scotland in a 
back room in Edinburgh—even if these 
entlemen are far abler and far more 
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competent to carry through this im- 


possible task than we have any right to | 


suppose, we must still take into account 
the possibility that they will make mis- 
takes. Even Lord Carrington, the model 
landlord, made a mistake. He told the 
House of Lords, I think, that he had on 
one of his properties seven persons who 
took small holdings. These holdings 
were not suitable, or the men were not 
suitable, and, as Lord Carrington ex- 
pressed it, these ‘seven sportsmen ” had 
to go. 
sportsmen in Scotland as well as in 
England, and when your Scottish sports- 
man has to go, or wants to go, or fails 
to observe the conditions which you 
impose upon him by this Bill, what is 
to happen? Lord Carrington’s seven 
sportsmen failed to make a living out of 
the small holdings which he had_pro- 
vided, and, I presume, he either turned 
them out, or politely told them that the 
sooner they went the better. I assume 
that he resumed the holdings and turned 
them to some better use, or, more pro- 
hably, added them to a farm or turned 
them to some other suitable purpose. 


Mr. WEIR: Or deer forests. 


{COMMONS} 


Very well, then, there may be | 
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| another tenant: at all events, it is not 
very probable that he would find one, 
| He is not allowed, as I understand, to 
cultivate it himself, and if he is allowed— 
it is rather obscure in the Bill and J 
cannot make out where he is—in any 
case it is very hard to make him cultivate 
it himself, and this land is lying there 
getting worse and worse, and without a 
tenant, until the gentlemen in Edinburgh 
can make up their minds what ought 
to be done with it. They who have 
got all Scotland in their hands, small 
| holdings in every direction of every kind, 
obliged to settle every species of diffi- 
culty, are brought in, and they have got 
to deal with the situation. I do not think 
this describes adequately the position 
in which the unfortunate landlord will 
be left ; because who is going to be liable 
for the £500 which the ex-tenant against 
his will borrowed from the gentleman 
in Edinburgh, which he cannot pay 
because he is bankrupt, and which ought 
never to have been put into the holding 
if the holding was not suitable? I sup- 
_ pose the Government mean to come down 
on the landlord for it. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will tell me now across 
the floor of the House who will be liable 
in that for the debt due to the 
country ¢ 


case 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I do not follow the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In Lincoln- | 
shire ? I hope Lord Carrington did 
not lose much by his seven sports- 


men. But when this Bill passes, and 
you make small holdings in the Low- 
lands of Scotland, and in one of these 
small holdings a man feels that he cannot 
make them pay, vou still keep him 
there whether he likes it or not. He 
wants to go ; the landlord, seeing the land 
deteriorating before his eyes, wants him 
to go, but your bureaucrat of Edinburgh, 
said, “No, not at all. This gentleman 
has borrowed £500 of us to equip a hold- 
ing which we now think we ought never 
to have given him; but he did borrow the 
money, and there he must stay until he 
has paid it.” That in another country 
would be described as a “ servile con- 
dition.” Supposing he does go, and the 
land is left, as it would be certain to 
be left under these circumstances, in a 
very bad condition, what is the landlord | 
to do? He cannot add it to another | 
farm, because that is against the Bill. | 
I presume it weud act be easy io find 


Mr. A.J. Balfour, 


right hon. Gentleman’s argument. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The evils which 
follow from this state of things are very 
far from being exhausted by the account 
which I have given. Now, the hon. 
and learned Gentleman—lI do not know 
whether he will be more successful than 
the Secretary for Scotland in following 


/my view—has dwelt at length upon the 


fact that no landlord is going to be in- 
jured by this Bill. Iam not going here 
to express any opinion as to that, but I 
think even the landlord ought to have 
justice done to him; or, at all events, 
if you will not do him justice, give him a 


i clear percentage of justice, a plain frac- 


tion of what is due to him, so that he can 
count upon it. What I am going to say 
is not purely from the landlords’ point 
of view or the tenants’ point of view, 
but from the point of view of the agri- 
cultural system which you are going to 
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set up. You are forcibly introducing | come here on a valued rent, at your own 
into Scotland, against the will of land- | will, and against my will; go to the 
lords, this new system, and how will| gentlemen who put you here. They 
the landlord regard the new tenant?| have put themselves in the position of 
How can he do otherwise than say} being your landlord. Let them give 
“ Here is a man foisted upon me by three | you the relief, which, if I were your land- 
gentlemen in Edinburgh who know! lord in the true sense of the word, I 
nothing about my estate; they cut a/ would gladly give you.” Are the gentle- 
bit off one of my farms, and if they do| men in Edinburgh at liberty to give 
that they may greatly injure it.” him the relief? If the tenant cannot 
| pay the rent the landlord can hold him to 

Mr. SINCLAIR: They would have every farthing of the bargain, and out he 
to pay. goes then and there. The landlord is 
merely an inspector who is always 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, for the | bullying himif there is any sign of his farm- 
farmer’s injury. ing his land in an inexpedient manner, 
| who is collecting his rent to the day and 

Mr. SINCLAIR: They might have to| on the day, and who has the right to 
pay for the injury. | walk and shoot over the land when he 
likes. I do not think the relations 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They have to | between these two people are what, I 
pay the value oftheinjury. Supposethey am thankful to think, are the relations 
do. That adds to the cost of the ho'ding, between landlord and tenant all over 
a fine illustration of what I have been | the Lowlands of Scotland at the present 
saying. That shows how expensive the | time—relations in which there is mutual 
system will be, but I am trying to deal | service, mutual satisfaction, both sta id- 
with the frame of mind, first of the land- ing by each other in good times or bad. 
lord in his new relation to his tenant, and | Of course, occasionally there is some- 
then with the frame of mind of his new | times inevitable difficulty and friction 
tenant. The landlord says: “ This man} which, in business relations, cannot be 
has been forced upon me. He is not a| wholly avoided; but, on the whole, 
tenant I desire to have, nor is he paying | nobody will deny that the relations are 
any rent agreed upon between us. He) eminently satisfactory to both parties. 
is not a welcome addition to my pro-| You destroy absolutely all that, and I 
perty; I am sorry he is there, but I | utterly fail to see what it is you are 
must see that he pays the rent and does | going to put that is more satisfactory 
not deteriorate the farm more than I in its place. The hon. Gentleman who 
can prevent. I am in no fiduciary rela- | has just sat down attempted to minimise 
tion to him at all; I am not a partner| the enormous benefit which agriculture 
with him as I am with my other tenants ; | in Scotland now derives from the fact 
it is not my duty to provide him with a_ that on the landlord you depend for the 
permanent capital as I should do for my | provision of great capital expenditure on 
other tenants. It is not my business to | agriculture. Whether 20 per cent. or 
take him into co-partnership in the | 30 per cent. is expended by the landlord, 
general interests of the work on my) the expenditure is enormous, and it is 
estate.” How does the tenant look’ necessary, and I venture to say that this 
| will not be denied by any man who knows 


upon his landlord? He is not a man to | 
whom he can go for assistance in a diffi-| anything about agriculture. How are 
culty. He has been foisted upon the you going to provide for that expendi- 
landlord at a rent fixed by the State. | ture in thefuture? The Solicitor-General 
He cannot go to the landlord and say | tells us that the landlord’s rights are in 
“T have had a bad season. Won’t you| no sense damnified, and that among 
reduce my rent; won’t you give me| others of his great privileges he will have 
back a percentage; won’t you defer the| the right of mortgaginz the property. 
time of payment ?” The landlord would | The right of mortgaging your property 
say, “ I have done that to all my tenants | is no doubt an interesting and a valuable 
with whom I have had any free business | right, but it loses most of its value when 
relations; but you, my friend, have! nobody will lend you money upon it, and 
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it loses a great deal of its value if the rate 
at which money can be borrowed is 
materially augmented. The landlord, 
who says that he has nothing but his 
land, and that land is already mort- 
gaged, but who is keenly alive, as most 
landlords are, to the duties and necessities 
of his position, will borrow money 
to carry out improvements and carry 
out farm buildings. It you are going 
to render every acre in Scotland less 
valuable than it is now, at least in 
the eyes of the lender, you are going 
to hamper this great industry in 
the most unnecessary and the most cruel 
way. We talk in this House sometimes 
as if the business of land was wholly 
different from other business. All business 
requires credit. Are you taking nothing 
away from a merchant when you take 
away his credit? You may leave him 
everything else in the world in the way 
of hard cash; but take away his credit, 
although it may be only a bit of paper 
or an unsubstantial belief about him in 
the mind of the lender, and you take away 
that which is almost more valuable than 
anything else he possesses. And to tell 
me that you do not injure the landlords 
when you make this stroke at their 
credit is to ask me to believe a thing 
which nobody would believe in any 
other business, and which I think is 
quite incredible in regard to the business 
of land. Perhaps it will be said, ‘* Well, 
that is very unreasonable. The land- 
lord can exact his rent; he can borrow 
upon that rent.’’ Well, of course he 
can borrow upon that rent. But what 
you can borrow depends upon the view 
taken by the lender of your position, and 
the banks of Scotland and those who are 
prepared to lend money in Scotland are, 
unlike the Government and the majority 
of the House whom I am addressing, 
foolish enough to believe that land in 
Scotland will be better managed by the 
man who owns it than by the four 
bureaucrats sitting in Edinburgh, who 
cannot in the ultimate resort have that 
control which a lender upon security 
ought to have with regard to the thing 
which is the security. The inevitable 
result will be that difficulties will arise 
which do not affect the wretched dozen 
or two of small holders that you are 
going to create annually by this Bill, but 
which will affect the whole of Scotland 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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and everything connected with agri- 
culture. The Member for one of the 
divisions of Aberdeen who yesterday 
said he had himself been born on a 
small holding has obtained a great and 
creditable experience in other spheres 
as a merchant and a man of business, 
He supported the Bill. What would he 
think if the Government, or any other 
predatory body, were to take his capital, 
or part of his capital, and say, ‘‘ I am 
not going to rob you of this, but I am 
going to treat it in the way I think best. 
You may differ from me, but on the 
whole I know what is best for the society 
in which you live; and I am going to 
take your capital and go into speculations 
of my own with it’’? I think he would 
think that a very great outrage. It is 
what the Government propose to do 
with the capital of the landlord. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the 


right hon. Gentleman deny that ¢ 
Mr. SINCLAIR : Certainly. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman denies that under this Bill 
the four gentlemen representing the 
Government can go to a landlord and say, 
‘* Give me 50 acres of this farm. You 
do not want to give it up for a separate 
holding, but I am going to take it; you 
do not want to let it, but I am going to 
let it for you.’’ He does not deny that 
what has been put into that 50 acres by 
the landlord himself and his predecessors 
in title is as much capital as the capital 
which the Member for one of the divisions 
of Aberdeen puts into his business. 
The Government, then, take not merely 
a man’s land, they take his capital, and 
they proceed to speculate with it in 
their own fashion. Well, I do not 
think that would be tolerated in any 
other department of industry. But that 
is not all. The Government, like other 
speculators, may lose. In some cases 
they are quite certain to lose. Then 
who is going to bear the loss? Are the 
people who forcibly take the capital 
from its true owner going to bear it ! 
Why not? The whole loss is going 
to be put upon the unwilling partner 
to this iniquitious bargain. Nothing 
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in the world, I think, can make this a 
justifiable proceeding. By all means 
expropriate the landlord if you think the 
land can be better used; by all means, 
if you dislike peasant proprietors or 
small holders, keep the land in your own 
hands. There is no difficulty in getting 
land; but supposing there was not any 
of it in the market. The Government, 
at the death of each successive owner, 
exact something like one-tenth the value 
of the land by way of death duties. 
Give the landlord the permission to pay 
his death duties, or part of his death 


duties, in land, and you will have more | 
land than you know what to do with. | 


{30 AprRIL 1907} 





When you have got it—and nobody can | 


describe that as spoliation and robbery— 
then, if you approve, as I approve, of 
small holders, and if you desire to 


multiply them as I do, then you can use | 


the land for that purpose. If you think 
that land should be State property, you 
can let the State manage it and bear the | 
loss upon it. That is a plain, statesman- | 
like procedure. But what the Govern- 
ment are doing is the most foolish of all 
things. They are, for a very small 
practical result, going to make an 
enormous and devastating change. 
are going to apply £60,000 a year to 
these holdings, and to create about 100 
holdings a year in all Scotland. In| 
order to obtain that relatively petty 
result they are going to shake to its 
foundations the whole credit of Scottish 
agriculture. They are like people who 
should raise a dam across a river for the 
purpose of irrigating some small field, and 
congratulate themselves upon the 
creased productiveness, 
very operation they 
rendered useless 

behind. 
what the Government are doing. [Cries 
of *‘ Oh.’’] If they were sincerely en- 
gaged in the task of increasing the number 
of small holdings, they could do it without 
destroy ing credit, without committing 
the gross injustices involved in the very 
framework and texture of this Bill. 
They do not choose to do it in that way, 

and I am bound to say, after the speec h 
of the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
who spoke this afternoon, that they 
show a determination to appeal to pre- 
judice in this matter. All the right 
hon. Gentleman’s allusions to deer forests 
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when by that! to the brilliant speech of my right hon. 
have flooded and / and learned friend as being applicable 
acres | only 
That is the true parallel of| difficult to produce evidence to show 
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and overcrowding show it. What have 
deer forests and overcrowding got to do 
with the holdings in Fife, in Berwick, and 
in Ayrshire? They have nothing to do 
with it, and you are going to interfere 
with the whole industrial system of that 
country, and prospectively with the 
whole industrial system of England, in 
order to produce a scheme which will 
destroy the friendly relations between 
landlord and tenant, will turn the tenant 
into an often unfortunate holder bound 
to his holding, and the landlord into a 
mere collector of rents. By this Bill 
you are destroying the great capital 
expenditure upon land which now exists. 
In doing so, the Government do not 
merely do an injury to the landlord, 
they do not merely violate every principle 
with regard to the equitable treatment 
of property ; they do not merely throw 
over every canon of legislation which has 
been accepted by their predecessors, 
but in my judgment they inflict an 
‘irreparable injury on the very class 
they desire to serve, the agriculture 
labourer and the small holder, who are 
the only excuse for this wild and infantile 
experiment which the Government intend 
to make. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: In the speech which 
jhe has just delivered the right hon. 
Gentleman has made certain charges 
against those responsible for the intro- 
duction of this Bill, and he has described 
the Government and their supporters 
in this respect as rushing to their ruin 
and the ruin of their country. The 
right hon. Gentleman has also referred 


to the Highlands. It is not 
that the evil which we seek to check is 
just as rife in the lowlands of Scotland 
as it is in other parts. The right hon. 
Gentleman really before he discusses 
this Bill, if I may say so with all respect, 
should make himself acquainted with 
what the undisputed facts are in regard 
to depopulation in other parts of Scot- 
land. There is no part of Scotland in 
which depopulation is so bad, and so 
extreme, next to the very north of Scot- 
land, as in the southern counties—in 
the Galloway district and the Roxburgh 
district—composing the Border parts. 


2D 2 
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I will give you a little more evidence on | a = - —* _— hye pow his 
this point. Talking of the urban prob- | Saaition. he Has the use of a carden. whisk 

3 . 7 : ‘ ’ sé ei, ich 
lem, which is the largest problem in the | means much to him, as it materially reduces 


south of Scotland, and the one which | bis living expenses. Yet there is much more 
is more important and more immediate | ‘itcontent among the farm hands than in the 
| various trades in the cities or among the urban 


in the south of Scotland, though I did | day labourers, As soon as they accumulate 
not follow his argument the right hon. | a little money they emigrate, many of them 


Gentleman appeared to argue that the | to become prosperous farmers in tie United 
States or Canada. I have talked with farm 


{ 
| 
, t¢ : » "ere ° ¢ : 
<eatead large ‘arms there were and the | hands on this subject and have found that it is 
barer the country districts were of popu- | the hopelessness of the struggle in which they 
lation, the better it would be for the | are engaged that makes them discontented, 
° . | Puy j rj : effor 7 ar , ” 
country. He denied that small holdings | By 7° possible thrift or effort of their own can 
‘ould be anv remedy for the de et they ever acquire title to or possession of a 
could be any remedy for the depopulation | foot of ground, and they are always looking 
which went on round about towns. I forward to the day when they can go to the 
gather that he means the south of Scot- | United States or a ig — ~ get an 
y , . caine om aati opportunity to work for themselves. The 
“re are avs ( | : 

lind. There si oo ware oe which | unstable character of farm labour is much 
small holdings, if there is anything in| more noticeable in some pirts of Scotland 
experience, will help that problem. In | than in others, this class being relatively the 
the first place there are men in the towns | S™#lest and the least dependable near the 
| great manufacturing and mining centres, 


of Scotland who have worked all their | where they are tempted to give up farm work 
best days upon farms, and when they | tor other oceupations in the vain hope of 
have come to their ripe experience could | bettering their condition and prospects.” 
find no opportunity of investing their! [ wish to impress upon the House that 
savings in the occupation to-which they | these men whose whole experience has 
have given their lives. It is these men | heen gained in farm work have no 
who without hope and without career) opportunity of investing their savings 
too often, drift into the towns, increase | jn the bank they know best. They 
the competition for labour in the towns, | have no opportunity of <pplying their 
and swell the difficulty with which muni-| knowledge, and by the — universal 
cipal reformers have to deal. May I) testimony of farmers in Scotland there 
read to the House a short quotation | js not only a scarcity of labour on farms, 
which will perhaps give the right hon.| but there is also no opening for those 
Gentleman a little more information as | labourers. That is one way in which we 
to the condition of farm labourers in | -an benefit the urban districts bv check- 
all parts of Scotland ¢ This is the opinion | ing the flow of these men to the towns 
of an  unprejudiced observer—the| Let me put to the House another cor- 
opinion of a man sent over by another | sideration, which bears on this matter. 
Power, and ordered to report on the | It is a very good test of a social reform 
opportunities for the purchase of agri- | to inquire what the influence will be on the 
cultural implements in Scotland—the | character of those whom it seeks to better 
United States Consul, Mr. Rufus Fleming. | and to help. Could there be anything 
Remember this is all the more important | worse for those men than to know that 
and valuable in that it is incidental to | there is no hope and no possibil'ty of their 
his inquiry as to the market for farm) making a home for themselves and their 
implements. He says— children in the country distr cts ? Could 
“Tt isa curious fact that in an overpopulated | there be anything less likely to retain 
country—I speak of the United Kingdom as/| them here than that they should be 
a whole—the demand for farm labourers is} without hope as to their future? You 
always greater than the supply. ‘Che| may spend money on education, you 
conditions of country life in Scotland for the . Mee > : 
may preach co-operation and agricultural 


labourer are not as severe as they were some | Sate ’ 
years ago—at least this is the testimony of | organisation to your heart’s content, 
ae of — es age _— pay = | but vou will never have any harvest from 
9 farm worker refer to male and no sec : . : eee oc ae 
female labour,the latter commanding from$2 to | dagen efforts until titel capes Pheregee 
$2°50 a week, without board or allowances) is | Scotland security of tenure, which shall 
probably better than that of any other class of | give them hope, which shall bring the 
unskilled labour. Not that he receives more | possibility of bettering their condition 
money than any worker in another unskilled | ls Reise ditch shall ative’ 
occupation, but his wages in money and its | t0 their knowledge, which shall stimulate 
«quivalent are higher. The average wage of | their efforts to thrift, industry, frugality, 


Mr. Sinclair. 








sa 
in 
fal 
At 
Lo 
in 
th 
a 
mé 
Mi 
all 
I 1 
is 
no’ 
you 
are 
tho 
In 
bas 
finc 
agr 
sec 
ori 
syst 
Tai 
fon 
in s 
secu 
istic 
legis 
they 
all | 
posi 
This 
hold 
to | 
of S 
peor 
mak 
to g 
cour 
othe 
anot 
like» 
and 


764 


z his 
se; in 
Which 
duces 
more 
in the 
urban 
ulate 
them 
nited 
farm 
t it is 
they 
nted, 
n can 
of a 
king 
0 the 
et an 

The 
much 
tland 
: the 
' the 
itres, 
work 
e of 


that 
has 
no 
‘ings 
‘hey 
heir 
rsal 
here 
rms, 
hose 
| we 
eck- 
wns, 
On- 
ter, 
orm 
the 
tter 
ling 
hat 
1elr 
eir 
uld 


ain 








765 Small Landholders {30 ApriL 1907} (Scotland) Bill. 766 


and economy, and which shall educate | administrative body looking after agri- 
them to endeavour to better themselves | culture. They have brought to the 
in the hope of raising themselves and | greatest perfection the administrative 
their families to improved conditions. | side of the State’s responsibility towards 
But there is another way in which the | agriculture. What have we done in 
urban problem may be helped by this| this country? The crofter experiment 
reform, and it is this. The country | which has been alluded to has been in 
districts in Scotland and elsewhere would | operation for twenty-one years, and it 
hold twice the people they do at present. | has prospered in spite of every obstacle 
I know that a great deal is said about | where there is security of tenure. Why 
Scottish farming, and I have more than | has not the Government which has been 
once in discussing this Bill paid a tribute | in power endeavoured to build upon that 
to Scottish farming; but is it entirely | basis a prosperity which might be quite 
satisfactory ? Is it not a fact that | possible in the future of the crofting 
in the last thirty years rents have | districts? If we were to spend in Scot- 
fallen something like 30 or 40 per cent.?|} land according to the proportion in 
Are you willing to acquiesce in that ? | which they spend in Denmark, France 
Look what foreign countries are doing | or Switzerland, a shilling her head of the 
in this respect. Falling prices affected | population per annum in assisting agri- 
them as they did us, but they are making | culture, great results might be achieved. 
a determined and organised effort to | If we did that in this country we should 
make up their leeway. [An Hon. | spend £200,000’ a year in regard to 
MemBER: Protection.] If you will/ Scotland alone. This Bill seeks to give 
allow me to give my _ explanation | Parliamentary powers which shall be 
I will do so. The hon. Member says it | exercised for the general encouragement, 
s “Protection.” It may and it may | supervision, and superintendence of 
not be protection. There is one thing | agriculture in Scotland from beginning 
you must take into consideration. There | to end. My hon. friend the Member for 
are two things which they have done in| the Leith Burghs spoke of various 
those countries which we have not done. | problems of Scottish agriculture which 
In the first place, they are working on the | should be dealt with. He spoke of inten- 
basis of security of tenure. You cannot | sive cultivation, co-operation, agricultural 
find a single country which is prospering education, and afforestation. These are 
agriculturally which has not a system of | essentially local matters which should 
security of tenure. It may be ownership, | be dealt with locally, and Scotland 
oritmay not. The characteristic of the | should have a chance of developing her 
system is that there is security of tenure. | resources in those directions. It is 
Iam aware of the right hon. Gentleman’s | sometimes forgotten that the develop- 
fondness for ownership. I admit that} ment of those foreign countries to which 
in some cases it is ownership, but it is|I have been alluding is a_ perfectly 
security of tenure. That is the character- | recent development. It has taken place 
istic I wish to see introduced into our | within the last forty years. It was very 
legislation. There is another thing which | much stimulated by a fall in prices 
they have in foreign countries. We are | similar to that from which this country 
all lamenting here the difficulty of the | has been suffering. In those countries 
position in which agriculture finds itself. | they have availed themselves of measures 
This Bill is not solely for creating small | for making up the leeway, while we have 
holdings. It is a Bill which is intended | omitted to do so in this country. I say 
to benefit the whole of the agriculture | that if we really develop those special 
of Scotland. It is intended to give the forms of farming we shall do a great 
people of Scotland the opportunity of | deal more for the prosperity of the rural 
making a resolute and determined effort | districts end in consequence for the pros- 
to grapple with this problem. In such | perity of the urban population. We are 
countries as Denmark and France, and | told about poultry and eggs coming from 
others which could be named, there is| France. Is it recognised that there are 
another characteristic to which I should | poultry schools in France for educating 


like to draw the attention of the House,| and organising the people? Let me 
and that is this. They have an organised | s2y a word as to whether the holder 
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is bound to his holding. I have a 
paper which shows that in Argyllshire 
there are in each parish four or five men 
who, since the passing of th2 Crofters Act, 
have risen to occupy farms at a rent 
of £70, £80, and £100 per annum. I will 
not dwell on that point any further ; but 
I have said enough to show to the House 
that there is another side to the question 
than that presented by the right hon. 
Gentleman—that agriculture is suffering 
from no special malady. Agriculture in 
Scotland is suffering trom want of care 
and effort and organisation, and, if the 
depopulation of the rural districts is a 
real evil, I hope the House will look with 
sympathy on the efforts which the Govern- 
ment are making now to fccus public 
attention uponit. Ido not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would wish me 
to go through the scheme of the Bill again. 
It is in print; it has been explained 
several times to the House. If I have 
failed to understand the hypothetical 
cases put by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, it is because he led the House 
through such a maze of suppositions that 
I did not know at the end of it whether 
[ was on my head or my heels. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s first supposition 
was that the Agricultural Commissioners 
appointed under the Bill would be a set 
of lunatics. It is quite impossible to 
argue this or any other Bill except on 
the footing of commonsense. I say that 
if it is assumed that every member of 
the Land Court or every Agricultural 
Commissioner has no knowledge of the 
subject with which he has to deal, and 
is animated by prejudices against land- 
lords as a class, no scheme will work 
under such a measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I really attri- 
bute to the right hon. Gentleman’s officers 
all the virtues. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I will not labour 
the point further, but will say a word 
about the compulsory clause, to which 
the right hon. Gentleman confined almost 
all his criticism. I say that there must 


be a compulsory clause, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman will examine it he will 
see that it is hedged about with an 
infinity of safeguards, and that the 
compulsory clause is not the whole 
Bill, but is only intended to be used 


Mr. Sinclair. 
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in extreme cases. There is nothing 
in this Bill, bar this compulsory clause, 
which is not drawn directly from the 
experience of the working of two Acts 
of Parliament—the Crofters Act of 1886, 
and the Congested Districts Board Act 
of 1897. The arguments of the right 
hon. Gentleman against the proposals 
in this Bill might just as well be turned 
against the machinery of those Acts 
which were carried under his administra- 
tion. This Bill is not only in accordance 
with Scottish experience, but in accord- 
ance with Scottish opinion, notwithstand- 
ing the opinion of the Chamber of Agricul- 
ture, and the Highland and Agricultural 
Society of Scotland. It is in accordance 
with Scottish opinion as expressed in 
the evidence taken before the Committee 
on Small Holdings of last session. Let 
me read the evidence which came from, not 
the Highlands, but from another part 
of the country. Mr. G. W. Constable of 
Traquair in Peebleshire, was asked what 
class of men would come forward asking 
for small holdings, and he replied agri- 
cultural labourers and shepherds; these 
men could not get a sufficient number 
of small holdings. Again he was asked 
if there would be a difficulty in regard 
to putting up buildings on the small 
holdings, and his answer was that there 
might be a difficulty, but it could be 
overcome if the landowner got the 
money a little cheaper than now. Mr. 
Constable went on to say that the ap- 
plications were not for the purchase of 
small holdings, but for hiring the land, 
and that he was rather against. any 
general scheme for purchasing the hold- 
ings. I noticed that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
was very careful not to propose any 
alternative scheme to that proposed in 
the Bill. If the right hon. Gentleman 
admitted the evil I would like to know 
what his remedy is. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that he was in favour of establish- 
ing a system of purchase. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Then I say that to 
establish purchase is a much more 
serious departure than the scheme of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman is in 
favour of purchase in defiance of Scottish 
opinion and Scottish experience; but I 
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put it to hon. Gentlemen on both sides of 
the House who know Scotland well, 
whether there is any evidence of a 
general demand for purchase on the part 
of the tenants of Scotland. [Mrnts- 
TERIAL cries of “ No, no.”] Nobody who 


knows Scotland can controvert that 
statement. The suggestion of purchase 


has always come, in Irish as well as in 
Scottish experience, from the owners of the 
land. Let me put the case perfectly 
fairly. Ina holding there are two capitals, 
the tenant’s and the owner’s, and the 
demand is that both should earn their due 
interest. The demand for a fair rent 
really means that the landlord’s interest 
shall not be increased at the expense of 
the tenant’s, and when a tenant quits his 


{30 ApRIL 1907} 





holding, there must be a Land Court to | 
assess the value of the interest he wishes | 


to withdraw from his holding. 
very short step from that to the Land 
Cou°t in the Bill. 
my hon. and learned fr:end the Solicitor- 
General for Scotland and my right hon. 
friend the Lord-Advocate in their masterly 


It is a) 
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adhered in this measure to the system 
which has hitherto prevailed in Scotland, 
the system of landlord and tenant. If 
you give security of tenure you bring about 
a revolution in our land system. It is 
essential, moreover, to recognise the 
change in the character of farming. There 
is a passage which was quoted the other 
day from Burke, in which he says that 
it is futile and mischievous to treat 
agriculture as you would not treat any 
other industry. The farmer is becoming 
more and more scientific and it is not now 
merely a question of reaping a cereal crop. 
The Agricultural Holdings Act and its 
amending Acts have done more and more 
to develop branches of agriculture in 
regard to which security of tenure is 
demanded. Plants and trees have a 
longer life than a season, and therefore 
the tenants’ capita! is becoming year by 


| year more and more difficult to extract 


It has been shown by | 
more and more essential to give protec- 


speeches, that the Bill only takes away | 
from the landlord the right of arbitrary | 
eviction, Accepting the desirability of | 
agricultural holdings legislation, the Bill | 


only goes one step further, and says that 
the tenant must have more security than 
in the past. A great deal has been said 
about Irish experience before 1881. The 
demand of the Irish tenants was not to 
own their holding, was not for purchase, 
but for security of tenure. It was not 
until 1883 that Lord George Hamilton 


from the holding. It becomes therefore 
tion to the man who is engaged in agricul- 
ture. Do you think that you could get a 
man to build factories and workshops 
in towns who has not security of tenure 
in regard to the land upon which he builds 
them? If that is not so, you will not get 
a man with brains and capital to put those 
brains and capital into land unless you 
give him the complete security which is 
enjoyed in town by those who erect manu- 
facturing premises. I am not going to 


‘labour the point, because it cannot be 


brought forward a Motiontto develop the | 


purchase clauses of 1881, and it was 
seconded by the right hon. Gentleman 


the Leader of the Opposition, not from the | 


Irish tenant’s point of view, but from the 


denied that security of tenure is essential 
if you wish to develop the land. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I put a 
question which has not been answered. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say on 
whom, in case the tenant closed the 


landlord’s. That was strengthened by | tenancy, would fall the liability for the 
the subsequent introduction of the Ash- | rent-charge on the estate on an improve- 


borne Act. 
experience is that the two systems 
cannot live together. If you introduce 
the purchase system, you are bound to 
wreck and throw into utter confusion the 
landlord and tenancy system. An at- 
tempt was made under the Congested 
Districts Board to create 200 or 300 small 
holdings on the purchase system, but the 
reports of the Board show that the 
t nants preferred to be tenants, and not 
to be purchasers. It is to avoid that 


confusion that the Government have 


| 
| 





The true lesson from Irish | ment made against the will of the land- 


lord on a holding he had no wish to create ? 


| Mr. SINCLAIR: It is placed on the 
| estate of the landowner as a loan. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In other words 
the landowner has got to pay. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Yes, and I will tel 
you why. He has got to pay. The 
hypothesis upon which hon. and right 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite argue about 
this Biil is that it is what they call a de- 
vastating procedure. Now what is the 
procedure and what is the system which 
it seeks to set up? I invite the right hon. 
Gentleman to read the evidence of Sir 
Arthur Ord, a landowner in the North of 
Scotland, who is satisfied with the effect | 
that this system has had on his estate. | 
It is quite impossible for us to meet the 
right hon. Gentleman on common ground 
unless he will credit us with the intention 
of aiming at preserving the landlord’s | 
property. We spend money upon it, we 
make roads and fences and gates upon it, 
and all that expenditure must improve 
the landlord’s property. [Cries of “‘ No, 
no.”] Surely that must be so, but I will 
not trespass any longer on the time of the 
House. I will only say that Parliament 
and this House is committed by its legis- | 
lation of fifteen years ago to the principle 
that there is an evil which we ought to 
mitigate. Fifteen years have been lost, 
because nothing has been done in this 
connection. In Prussia during the last | 
fifteen years 10,000 small holdings have | 
been created to try to meet this evil of | 
depopulation, and I hope that Parliament | 
will no longer delay in trying to apply it to 
Scotland. 








*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said that the Bill was of 
interest to English Members because it 
was probably upon the lines of it that the 
English measure would proceed. He had 
listened to the replies which had been 
made to the speeches from the Opposi- 
tion side of the House, and the more 
he had listened to them the 
was puzzled; although he was pleased 
with their style and their ability, 


{COMMONS} 
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/ownership as against tenancy. 
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and would have the same advantages as 
the security of tenure in the countries 
which he had named. The right hon, 
Gentleman knew very well, however, that 
there was nothing in the system of land 
tenure on the Continent which gave 
security of tenure in the manner sought 
by this Bill. The security of tenure 


| provided abroad was based upon owner- 


ship, the most powerful incentive of all 
for a man to put his brains and capital 
into a holding. A witness before a 
Committee on which he had sat had been 
quoted against purchase, but why did 
not his right hon. friend go through the 
evidence and give the opinion of nearly 
all the principal witnesses both from 
Scotland and from England examined 
before the Committee? If he had done 
so, the House would have found that, 
while admitting the difficulties of purchase, 
the witnesses recognised and expressed 
strongly the opinion that the ideal way 
of settling the question was by purchase. 
He would only quote one witness from 
Scotland, and he did so because he was a 
representative man and was amongst the 
very ablest who were before the Com- 
/mittee in connection with agriculture. 


| It was the evidence of Mr. Isaac Connell, 


Secretary of the Scottish Society of Agri- 
He believed that Mr. Connell 
was one of our best authorities and he 
would put him against Mr. Constable. 
He and others spoke of the great and 
ideal advantage, while always admitting 
the difficulties, financial and others, of 


He was 


| gratified to see the position which this 


| question had attained. 
more he | 


there | 
was no real explanation of the Bill. | 


The Secretary for Scotland, in the same | 


way as the Lord-Advocate had done, 
had drawn touching pictures of rural 
depopulation and of overcrowding in 
towns. But he had failed to tell them 
wherein under this Bill there existed 
any remedy for those evils. He was 
astonished at one thing. The right 
hon. Gentleman had alluded to Con- 


It ought not to 
be a Party question, but unfortunately 
it had been made so. He had held for 
nearly half a century that it was a national 
requirement that asolution of these evils 
should be found, and in his opinion it 
would only be found in the restoration 


‘of the condition of things in England 


when it had its own yeomen and peasant 
proprietors tilling the soil which they 
owned. If this Bill had gone in any 


degree as a practical step in that direction 


tinental countries and had gone to, 
to put it shortly, a retrograde measure. 


them for examples of the benefit 
of security of tenure, leading the House 
to believe that the security of tenure-in 


Mr. 


Sinclair. 


it would have had his hearty support. 
Land- hunger, however, would* not be 
satisfied in any way by the Bill. It was, 
agricultural 


It proclaimed to every 


‘labourer in England and Sc otland that 
the Bill was something of the same kind | there was{no chance, whatever this‘desire 
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might be, for him to possess the bit of 
land he tilled. At the Holborn Restaurant 
the Prime Minister had made touching | 
references to deserted villages, the de- 
population of the countryside and the 
terrible state of the agricultural labourer, 
but he had not pointed out in what 
manner this Bill provided a remedy 
for that state of things. The right hon. 
Gentleman had characterised it as a 
“crusade of land reform.” It was in 
fact a crusade against peasant proprietary 
and occupying ownership of all kinds. 
If it became law the great ideal of a man 
tilling his own land must be put aside for 
ever. The right hon. Gentleman had 
directed a little chaff against the Liberal 
Unionists, but with regard to the land 
question he forgot that barring the small 
results which were the effect of the Local 
Government Act of 1904,there was not 
a laboureror small holder in England but 
had got his holding so far as legisla- 
tion went as the result of Unionist legisla- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman had said 
that every demand for land had met with 
a blank denial and that therefore the 
(rovernment went for compulsory powers, 
“swift, simple, and extensive,” and he 
had quoted a long list of cases which Lord 
Lansdowne had described as samples. 
Cornwall was one of the cases cited, but | 
when the matter was brought before | 
the Cornish County Council they knew 
nothing about it. There had never 
been any inquiry, any committee formed, 


773 


or any steps taken in the matter. Yet 
Cornwall was quoted to prove the 
assertions of the Prime Minister. There 


was plenty of land to be had in almost 
every part of England. The Small 
Holdings Act of 1892 provided that 
the county councils should set up 
advisory committees for the purpose 
of establishing small holdings. Some of 
them had done so, but had done nothing 
The Act of 1892 had been deliber- 
ately ignored by the great bulk of the 
county councils of the country, and the 
statement made by Lord Ripon in another 
place that the Act was a complete 
iailure had been made on most imperfect 
information. Where it had been put 
into operation it had been a complete 
and unqualified success. Why had the 
Act failed to so large an extent? The 
first reason was that the bulk of the 
county councils did not want small 


else. 
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holdings, and the second was that 
the Act contained a provision that 
20 per cent. of the purchase money 


'was to be paid down by the people 


who wished to become small holders. 
That provision had been found to be 
a fatal barrier to the acquisition of a 
small holding. There was a small Bill 
before the House on the previous Wednes- 
day to do away with that barrier, which 
Bill would have received its Second 
Reading in five minutes, but for the 
fact that the Government blocked it. The 
Second Reading of that Bill would again 
be moved to-morrow night, and had the 
Prime Minister. been present he would 
have appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s kindness of heart and his interest 
in the agricultural labourer to let it 
go through. He was amused at the 
conditions demanded by those who ex- 
pressed themselves favourable to small 
holdings. The land must be rich ; it must 
be situated near a town; the labourer 
must be almost perfection and possess 
qualities found in no _ other class. 
Anyone would think from these grand- 
motherly regulations that there were no 
rghts on the part of the labourers 
at all. There was a colony of smail 
holders in Worcestershire which, if 
it were 1,000 miles away, would 
be visited with interest because it had 
solved this great problem. But that 
colony has violated every one of these 
requirements which were thought to be 
imperative to assure the success of small 
holdings. The land in that case was 
originally poor; it was expensive, it 
cost £40 per acre ; it was flfteen miles from 
a town, and it had a number of other 
disqualifications. The experiment was 
tried under the most unfavourable cir- 
cumstances, and the result had been 
that for twelve years there had been a 
colony there of thirty-two families, 
happy and contented, in a stategot 
continued prosperity, paying their n- 
stalments regularly, without a penny of 
arrears. Although those instalments,were 
based on the too high basis of 4 per cent., 
which meantan annual instalment of about 
£2 per acre for forty years, these small 
holdings had proved a complete succes . 
That colony was formed under the Act 
of 1892, to the everlasting credit of the 
Worcestershire County Council. One of 
the colonists was a fendermaker from 
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Birmingham, and another a nailmaker 
from the neighbourhood. But all had 
been successful. One man had paid up 
his debt to the county council in ten 
years, though he had forty years 
inj which to do it, and had saved 
enough besides to buy land outside 
the estate. And let the House remember 
that this estate was formerly’ a farm 
which could not be made to pay. He 
found, from some rough accounts that he 
had looked over, that one man on the 
produce of 29 acres of land had received 
in hard cash £600 the year before last, and 
that during that year he had expended on 
the land in labour £240, in addition to 
the labour of his own family. What was 
the ‘general result of that experiment ? 
Twelve years ago that parish was a poverty- 
stricken, God-forsaken place. Now it 
was full of able-bodied men living in 
comfort, with houses and homesteads 
such as no one in this House would think 
it a hardship to livein. There was not an 
able-bodied pauper in the parish. All 
were ratepayers instead of being on the 
rates; all had their horses and carts and 
were bringing produce into the manu- 
facturing districts to the value of thousands 
a year. There were solved the questions 
offold-age pensions, pauperism, housing, 
and all these subjects which they had to 
consider, but in the case of these men on 
the land they provided for their families, 
and if they died, their holdings could be 
sold or devised, or could be disposed of to 
other cultivators, of whom there were 
plenty in the field. There was no risk to 
the State; indeed, in the county of Wor- 
cester the county council was making a 
small profit out of them, a thing they 
ought not todo. The council had often 
got over the bar of poverty by question- 
able means, though he hoped that they 
were legal, by postponing the require- 
ments for payment of the initial sum 
for some years, and they delayed the 
transfer of the land accordingly. What 
he wanted to urge on the Government 
and the House was that there was room 
in this country for 100 or 200 colonies. 
Such colonies would do more and more 
to supply some portion of the £60,000,000 
sterling spent on articles of food now 
imported from abroad. What we now 
got from across the Channel could be 
supplied by these 100 or 200 Catshills 
estates. All this was done without the 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 
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intervention of the law courts, without 
litigation, and without complicated 
machinery. It was done by the same 
process as obtained in every country in 
Europe, and it had never failed. Let them 
suppose that the Board of Agriculture 
purchased 400 acres of land, and divided 
it into small holding of five to fifty acres, 
with homesteads, if they were required, 
all being self - contained holdings. 
There would be no difficulty; within a 
week every one of the holdings would 
have been applied for the applicants being 
suitable men, who had been in the 
country, and who would like to go 
back to the country if they could. He 
had received, not scores but hundreds 
of letters from gardeners, caretakers, 
hauliers, coachmen, etc., employed in 
the towns, most of whom had saved a 
little money. These men had originally 
come from the land, and they would be 
delighted if they had such an oppor- 
tunity afforded them of returning to it. 
There was a practical solution of the 
difficulty. That was the real * back to 
the land”—honest purchase, on easy 
terms, and repayments by yearly instal- 
ments. He could multiply instances, but 
he preferred to give one typical example 
which had stood the test of twelve years 
experience. What was the secret of the 
success of a colony like that? It 
was ownership. Unless Members ad- 
mitted the magic of ownership _ his 
arguments fell to the ground. Owner- 
ship was the secret, it did not matter 
whether it was ownership of a house, a 
horse, or land, or farm, or wife, or child, 
or anything else ; ownership was deeply 
implanted in human nature, it brought 
out the very best of a man’s powers, and 
disclosed the highest possibilities that 
werein him. The Prime Minister had said 
that there was no idle land on Lord Car- 
rington’s estate. He commended the 
action of Lord Carrington in his treat- 
ment of Crown lands ; he was worthy of 
every commendation for what he had 
done in that direction. But with regard 
to estates which had been referred to 
honour was due to the hon. Members for 
South West Norfolk, North-West Nor- 
folk, and South Suffolk, who had formed 
themselves into a syndicate in Lincoln. 
Some of them were opposed to him in 
politics, but he gave them the most 
ample credit for what they had done for 
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the benefit of the public by their private 
action. These Members and the Member 
for Spalding had taken {800 acres of 
land from Lord Carrington; they had 
become security for the payment of the 
rent and the observance of the covenants, 
and had been at the expense of adapting 
the land for small holdings. These they 
had let, and had taken every respon- 
sibility with regard to them. They were 
entitled to the highest credit. It was 
said that the men would prefer tenancies. 
But he had talked with them individually 
and collectively, and he found that there 
was not a man of them but would, if he 
could, have terms which made him owner 
of the soil and the holding. In one 
instance, he said to the tenant—‘‘ If 
money were supplied to vou by the State 
to enable you to acquire the land, would 
you prefer it?” The man replied— 
“No such luck as that.” He said to 
him—“ Are you aware that in Ireland 
that has been done?” And the man 
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replied in a pathetic way, “ Ah, but 
we are only Englishmen.” He com- 
mended that to the attention of the 
Government when they were talking 
about tenancies. It stood to reason 
that ownership was preferred. At the 
end of twenty-one years where were the 
tenants? The land after it had been 
intensively cultivated and its value 





increased perhaps 20 per cent. went 
back to the owner. And what 
became of the man’s family? They 
were nowhere. To such a man what 
would be the value of ownership com- | 
pared with a tenancy ?_ The question of | 
dual ownership had come up. It was the 
worst form of tenure that the mind of | 
man had ever conceived. It was an 
invention by Mr. Gladstone in 1881; | 
there was nothing like it in the civilised 
world. Mr. Gladstone thought he had 
discovered something, and he had dis- 
covered something in regard to which 
every prophecy made at the time, as to 
the evils which would flow from the 
system, had been more than fulfilled. 
The Lord Advocate in a very specious way 
had told them that it would have worked 
well but for the enormous amount of 
litigation, the enormous law costs, the 
enormous expenses, and he knew not 
what. Aye, but he had forgotten to 
mention that all this paraphernalia was 





part and parcel of the system, and was 
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the result and necessary accompaniment 
ofthesystem. Theright hon. Gentleman 
had read a letter penned by Mr. Bailey, 
but as far as the argument was concerned 
it fellto the ground. The system damaged 
landlord and tenant alike, and created 
intolerable hardship, litigation and ex- 
pense, which had to be remedied by the 
Act of 1903 at an enormous cost. As 
had been pointed out, if this Bill became 
law, future Chancellors of the Exchequer 
would have to find a hundred miilions to 
remedy its effects. Denmark had been 
mentioned. It was only of the legis- 
lation of the eighties, carried on 
through the nineties and up to the 
present time—legislation on the lines 
that he was advocating—that Den- 
mark, from the terrible state in which 
she had been, was now experiencing 
the benefit, and it was that legislation 
which had made her what she now was. 
The difficulty could only be solved 
by a system of purchase. It had 
been said that there were difficulties 
in the way of the present Government 
adopting purchase, because there were 
about sixty Socialist Members of 
the House of Commons and _ three 
members of the Government in favour 
of the nationalistion of the land. He 


‘would remind the House that Socialism 


was not to be put down by ridicule or 
chaff. It was a policy attractive in its 
character, having for its end a complete 
change of society as it existed at the 
present moment. It was a great pity 
to attempt to treat it in any other way 
than as the serious matter it was. The 
Socialist Members of the House would 
support this Bill, not only because it went 
a great way in the direction of Socialism, 
but because they objected to the multi- 
plication of the owners of land or indeed 
of any other class of property, and be- 
cause they naturally wanted the number 
of landowners to be as few as possible. 
The House was aware that the system 
advocated by hon. Members below the 
gangway had been tried in Germany. 


| From Karl Marx and his successors there 


had been an onslaught on the rural dis- 
tricts of Germany intending to capture 
them and the House knew that they had 
been defeated. In fact their leader had 
acknowledged his defeat. Did the hon. 
Members below the gangway doubt 
that? If they did he would remind © 
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them of the last General Election 
in Germany, for before that contest the 
Socialists were something like eighty 
strong in the German Parliament, and 
they came out a mere remnant. And 
why? Because they were met by 
5,000,000 or 6,000,000 peasant pro- 
prietors and occupying owners. Those 
were the people who defeated them. 
The circumstances in this country were 
totally different. In England Socialism 
had every chance, because they had de- 
stroyed the only natural barrier against 
Socialism. In this country there was a 
proletariat, a wage-earning class with no 
stake in the country. Socialism not 
only in this House, but throughout 
the country, was increasing by leaps 
and bounds. [Cries of ‘Oh, oh.” and 
laug ter.] Hon. Members opposite might 
laugh, but if they inquired they would 
find that what he had stated was corvect. 
There was only one barr er to Socialism, 
and that was the creation of a peasantry 
by purchase and re-sale, and that was 
what he was advocating. They would 
not accomplish it by such rubbishy 
Bills as the measure under discussion, 


re) 


which were like pills to cure an 
earthquake. It was a serious matter 
with which they had to deal, and 


there was only one way of dealing with 
it. Whatever might be thought of it 
this country stood in a dangerous position, 
and it had now to make its choice between 
the increase of Socialism and the restora- 
tion of a peasant proprietary and occupy- 
ing ownership generally. 
other choice. The question of de- 
population had been referred to. Did 
the House realise what that meant ? 
Did they think this country could do 
what no other country had ever done ? 
Could this country remain in the front 
rank on a ruined agriculture and a de- 
pleted population? If so, it would be a 
new era in the history of nations. 
What was this depopulation? He had 
worked out the figures himself, and he 
found there were forty-two counties the 
rufal districts of which had less than 200 
men, women and children to the square 
mile. In the rural districts of twelve 
of those counties there were less 
than 100 persons to the square mile, 
and in three there were only fifty 
human beings to the square mile, 
- This country was a desert, or at any rate 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 


{COMMONS} 


There was no | 


(Scotland) Bill. 780 


was rapidly becoming one. The last 
census showed that 77 per cent. of the 
whole population were urban, leaving 
only 23 per cent. to the rural districts. 
If they deducted from that total the 
residential population, those engaged in 
sport, those who worked in the few 
factories in the country districts, and 
others, they would realise what a small 
proportion was left for agriculture. 
There was nothing like it in the world. 
One hon. Member had stated that this 
depopulation had been going on in every 
other country just the same as in England. 
Yes, but there was all the difference in the 
world between migration to the towns 
in a country where the rural population 
was 50 or 60 per cent. of the whole 
and the migration in England where the 
rural population was depleted to almost 
vanishing point. In some districts they 
\could hardly find a young agricultural 
| labourer. The economic question 
| was a secondary matter. They did not 
| think of economic questions when they 


| built an ironclad, because it was wanted 





| for defence. They should not forget that 


| the rural population must be the first and 
second line of defence of any country in 


time of stress. With regard to the 
|wealth of the country, the thousand 


millions per annum of which an_ hon. 
Member opposite had spoken might in 
time of stress as well be a thousand 
‘million paving stones. If they were 
|exporting wealth it was bad enough, 
‘but when they were exporting the 
manhood, the very best of our work- 
‘ing men, and particularly agricultural 
| labourers, it was a far more serious thing. 
| With all due respect to the President of 
| the Local Government Board, he con- 
| tended that no Government should ever 
| sanction such a state of things for a 
moment. They should look at the real 
wealth of the country in the form of its 
manhood, which was going from it. 
And lastly, the community had a natural 
right to demand that the land should 
fulfil its primary obligation, which was to 
produce food and other necessaries for the 
general community up to its utmost 
capacity. But this Bill operated in the 
opposite direction, because it set a pre- 
mium on bad farming. They fixed the 
rent for seven years, and two or three 
gentlemen came down from Edinburgh to 
decide on the present condition of the 
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farms and as to what the rent should be. | 
Certainly if they saw a holding flourish- 
ing and in a good condition the chances 
were that the rent would go up. 


*Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
said that had not been the case under | 
the Crofters Act. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he did not 
want to prove too much, but under those 
conditions the tenant would be likely 
to have the rent raised. But let the | 
House suppose the land was badly farmed, | 
or that in seven years the holder thought 
it wise to let his land deteriorate. The 
chances were that he might have the rent 
lowered. At any rate, it was an abso- 
lutely stupid position. If they adopted 
a system of ownership all these questions | 
were settled, or to be more accurate, they 
would not not arise at all. He only wished 
that he could persuade the Prime Minister 
to withdraw this Bill and consider the 
suggestions he had made. [MINISTERIAL 
laughter.] There was nothing deroga- 
tory about that suggestion. All he, 
wished was that the Government should 
reconsider the question in the light of 
experience, and in the light of the points 
raised in the discussion. If the Prime | 
Minister would only do that he could 
assure him that he would be ready to | 
give him all the credit, and he was sure | 
that every man interested would give | 
the Government their most hearty sup- 
port. 

| 
| 

Mr. A. DEWAR (Edinburgh, §.) said | 
they had listened to a most interesting | 
speech from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bordesley, and it was exactly | 
what they would naturally expect from one 
who had devoted such a large share of his 
life to the study of the subject. He 
regretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
had never gone to Scotland to consider 
the conditions there, and to help in the 
solution of their rather peculiar problems. 
He was more than disappointed that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not answer 
some of the powerful observations 
of the Lord Advocate. He did not 
know that he was right in saying 
that he was disappointed, for probably 
there was no answer to what the 
Lord Advocate had said from the Scottish 
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point of view. He was glad that they 


had the right hon. Gentleman with them 


at least half way. The right hon. Gentle- 


man agreed that depopulation was an 


immense evil; he knew well of the con- 
gestion in every considerable town both 
in England and in Scotland ; and he knew 
that it was directly traceable to the want 
of facilities for settling on the land. He 
was glad of these admissions, because it 
would be remembered that the Leader 


| of the Opposition had denied that proposi- 


tion and had devoted the most important 
part of his speech to contending that no 
amount of people they got back to 


|the land would in the slightest degree 


relieve the congestion in towns. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he was 
not responsible for the opinions of the 
Leader of the Opposition on this ques- 
tion. He himself held fifty years ago 
the opinions on this question which he 
held now, and he had never ceased to 
advocate them. 


Mr. A. DEWAR said that was exactly 


| what he expected to hear from the right 


hon. Gentleman. That was the reason 


| why they welcomed him as an expert on 


He would like the right hon. 
Gentleman to put his leader right. The 
right hon. Gentleman had defended 
ownership, remarking that there was 
magic in the word. He and his friends 
from Scotland advocated State regulation 
of land tenure. The magic in the word 
ownership was simply that the holder 
retained and secured for himself the 
fruits of his own labour. That was 


| exactly what State regulation gave them. | 


To understand the problem they must 


look at it from the labourer’s point of 


view. Was it not a fact that the agri- 
cultural labourer was getting more wages, 
in Scotland at least, than ever before? He 
was also getting cheaper food than ever 
before. [An Hon. MemBer: “ No.”] 
He was talking of Scotland, and with 
great deference to the hon. Member he 
maintained that wages were higher and 
food cheaper, but nevertheless the agri- 
cultural labourer would not remain on 
the land. Why? It was in vain to tell 
him that he ought to be satisfied with no 
more than his parents had. He had had 
education for thirty years, and that was 
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an unsettling element. He rejoiced in 
that, because until a man was dissatisfied 
with his present position, he lacked the 
incentive to improve it. People said that 
education had educated the agricultural 
labourer out of his sphere. It was true, 
and he rejoiced init. The labourer would 
not stay in the country working for £1 a 
week. He had asked why labourers left 
the country districts, and he had got the 
same answer from everyone. It was to 
better himself. He wanted in fact to be | 
his own master. He did not want to own 
land if he could be his own master without 
owning it. If they could secure to him 
the fruit of his labour, and make it quite 
certain that when he died his children 
would get the benefit, he would stay in 
the country and no attractions of the 
town would have any ellurements for 
him. They heard from those who took a 
superficial view of the case that it was the 
public-house, the theatre, and the well- 
lit streets that attracted him. Did anyone 
ever hear of a man in the rural districts who 


had a stake in the country—say a joiner | 


or a blacksmith—state that the city had 
any attraction for him? It was the 


agricultural labourer who had no more | 


hope of owning land than of becoming 
lord of the manor who packed his knap- 
sack, sought the glare of the town, and 
swelled the ranks of the unemployed 
when he got there. The Government 
had a plan for dealing with the agricul- 
tural labourer. The Government plan 
was that if a man had a small holding 
already, he could be secured in it under 
this Bill by going into the Land Court 


and stating that he wanted to be so} 
When registered both landlord | 


secured. 
and tenant would acquire certain rights 
provided for by the Bill. The main argu- 


nent against the Bill was that its pro- | 


posals were unfair to the landlord, because 


they took from him, without compensating | 


him, the rights over his property which 
ie had at present. What right had the 
landlord now which he would not have | 
ifter the passing of the Bill? Under the 
Bill not only would the landlord have a | 
voice in choosing the man he desired to be 
tenant, but he would have the assistance 
of the Commission in finding a good tenant. 
If they assumed, as the Leader of the Op- | 
position seemed to do, that the Land Court 
was hopelessly ignorant and determined 
to ruin a holding, of course the holding 


Mr. A. Dewar. 


{COMMONS} 


(Scotland) Bill. 784 


would be ruined and no intervention of 
any Government would ever save it. 
But if they took the analogy of the 
Crofters Commission, they would find 
that there was a supply of reasonable, 
skilled, and honest men in Scotland, who 
would do fairly and justly by both land- 
lord and tenant. He thought it might be 
assumed that the difficulties which the 
| right hon. Gentleman had imagined would 
| not really arise. Parliamentary inter- 
ference with private rights in the public 
| interest was no new doctrine. That was 
| shown by what had been done under the 
Coal Mines Regulation Act, the Factory 
Acts, and other statutes. The Crofters 
Act, which was the working model of this 
Bill, had transformed the Highlands. It 
had been suggested that there was some- 
| thing peculiar in the crofter population. 
| If there was, it was their exceptional indus- 
try, pertinacity, and ability to live under a 
peculiarly inclement sky and on an un- 
kindly soil; but to suggest, as he had 
'heard it suggested, that there should 
be one law for the hills and another for 
the plains in Scotland, was to suggest 
| what was not true. There was no differ- 
ence in the conditions so far as the High- 
lands and Lowlands were concerned. It 
was true that some of the crofters had 
erected their own buildings, and a great 
deal had been made of that. Had hon. 
Members ever examined the buildings 
in which crofters lived? What was 
usually found was one small building, 
a few feet wide, with one small door 
in the centre. At one end the crofter 
and his family slept; and at the 
other end, without any division, the 
cow was stalled. That building was 
erected by the crofter himself from the 
plentiful crop of stones that he found 
on his croft, and was held together by 
turf and mud, while the roof was thatched 
with heather from the moor. It was 
| under these conditions that the Crofters’ 
| Act was passed. The crofters were in 
a state of rebellion. They refused to pay 
| rents ; Government messengers were sent 
to collect the rents and they were deforced. 
| The crofters were sent in batches to 
Edinburgh to be tried and were con- 








| demned to imprisonment, and then went 


back to their homes as _hero-martyrs. 
The Government introduced the Crofters 
Bill and it passed through the House and 
became law. It acted like magic. Hon. 
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Members should never forget that the 
Crofters Act was exactly this Bil ; and 
the C.ofters Ac having run for twenty- 
one years was now approved of by both 
landlords and tenants and by the whole 
community of Scotland. He asked the 
House in all earnestness, why should they 
not apply the same principle to the whole of 
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Seotiand? Ifa fair rent was good for the 
Highlander, was a not fair rent good for 
the Lowlander ? If fixity of tenure was 
good for the Highlander why not for the 
Lowlander ? He admitted that it would 
have been a hard case to argue for fair 
rent and fixity of tenure had they not 
had the model of the Crofters Act; and 
he hoped that they in Scotland would 
really be allowed to manage Scottish 
affairs in their own way. From his own 
experience he could say that Scotland 
was eagerly anxious on this matter. It 
was true, as the hon. Member for North 
Ayrshire had said, that the Chamber of 
Agriculture had by a majority voted 
against the Bill; but it was notorious 
that the Chamber of Agriculture was 
composed of the landlord and large 
tenant class. His point was that the 
small holders and the agricultural 
labourers were in favour of the Bill. 
The landlords and large tenants were 





as much afraid of this Bill as they were, 
without cause, of the Crofters Act. The | 
towns of Scotland 
crowded than any other towns in Great | 
Britain. Of course he knew that the evil | 
could not be cured in a day. The right | 


hon. Member for South Dublin had | 
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now. A hundred years ago Denmark 
had exactly the same system of land 
tenure as existed at present in Scotland ; 
but the marvellous change which had 
taken place in that country was due to 
the security of tenure which the small 
farmers had, and to co-operation. He 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite would admit that if security 
of tenure was not given, at the end of a 
lease up went the rent. This Bill was 
not an attack onthelandlords. Far from 
it. Scotsmen did not want to get rid of 
landlords as the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty seemed to imagine. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
Nothing of the sort; what I appeal 
for is justice to both the landlords and 
the crofters. 


Mr. A. DEWAR said he apologised 
to the hon. Member if he had misrepre- 
sented him. His hon. friend would agree 


| with him that the tenant farmer did 


approve of the landlord, who had many 
admirable qualities, who supplied capita! 
for application to the soil, and had an 
educative influence on his tenants. But 
there was one thing which the tenant 
dreaded and that was the power of evic- 
tion, as anyone could imagine who had 


| ga, ‘ A itt? - 
wie teens over- | Seen a poor man flitting, on a bleak 


November day, with his cart of furniture. 
He appealed to hon. Members who were 
not familiar with Scotland to consider 
seriously before they opposed this measure 


admitted that in Lowland Scotland there which would give the Scottish people a 


was better agricultural skill than in any | 


other country in the world. Why had | 
they failed in scientific agriculture in | 
England and not in Scotland? Why | 
should Scotland supply England with | 
Archbishops and Bishops and men for | 
every department of public life; and | 
why should Scotland have made a 
comparative failure in one department 
of agriculture as compared with Den- 
mark? Denmark was half the size | 





chance of helping those who could not 


help themselves, and of managing Scottish 


affairs in their own way. 


*Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) said he opposed the 
Bill because he thought if the Govern- 
ment were going to make experiments 
on agriculture they should pay for them. 
He would not oppose anything that would 
do away with the depopulation of the 





of Scotland, with half its population. | rural districts or the congestion in the 
Denmark had not as good a climate as| towns; but he did not think that the 
Scotland, because of the sand-storms to | scheme of the Bill would go far towards 
which it was exposed. One hundred | securingeither of those objects. He quite 
years ago Denmark was in the same | recognised that people in overcrowded 
position as Scotland was now so far as | towns suffered in physique and to some 
the conditions under which the rural|extent in morals; but whether any 
population lived. All that was altered | new scheme of land-ownership in the 
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country would counteract the effect of 
theatres, churches, public-houses, in fact 
the whole life of the town was very 
problematical. What he objected to most 
was dual cr triple ownership. Practical 
people would hesitate to buy land; 
prices would go down and the interest 
on bonds would go up. He suffered 
already from that himself to the extent 
of hundreds of pounds. What was 
more important, in his opinion, was that 
the Bill was likely to destroy the good 
feeling that existed between landlord and 
tenant, and the old incentive to a man 
to improve his property, which was the 
greatest joy a landlord possessed. He 
believed that the real desire of the 
Government was to give the landlords 
good tenants ; but how could they guar- 
antee that the next generation would 
be as good farmers as their forefathers. 
He was told that there was a crofter 
who had benefited by the Crofters’ Act 
who was now the owner of two public- 
houses in Glasgow. That was not the 
sort of crofter he would like to see on 
his property. Another point was as to 
fixing of rents at the end of every seven 
years. That had had a most disastrous 
effect in Ireland ; and every Irish landlord 
would say so. It was patent to him that 
if there was any chance of the rent being 
lowered at the end of the period of 
seven years, the tenant would be tempted 
to allow his land to run down. His own 
tenants’ rents were low enough, but he 
did not want any opportunity being given 


to the Government to make them lower ; | 


and the seven years re-valuation would 
have that effect. Again, why should 
this Bill apply only to Scotland and not 
to England? Why should one system 


apply to Berwickshire and another 
to Northumberland? If the Govern- 


ment were really bona fide in regard to 
this matter why did they not carry out 
the proposals of the Bill for Great Britain 
as a whole instead of limiting them to 
Scotland? Another question he wished 
to ask was why should this benefit stop 
at the £50 limit. It might be £100 next 
year and later on it might be £1,000, and 
then, when they had fixity of tenure for 
every farmer, it would destroy the check 
upon bad farming which the present 
system had, roughly speaking, maintained. 
The truth was that the Government 
were desirous of trying experiments 
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with somebody else’s money. He did 
not accuse the Secretary for Scotland of 
deliberately trying to impair the pros- 
perity of the country, or of endeavouring 
to make bad blood between landlord and 
tenant, but if the right hon. Gentleman 
had deliberately intended to do so he 
could not have gone a better way about 
it 


*Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) 

said that most of those who had spoken 
on this subject had done so from the 
point of view of those who represented 
the agricultural interest or county 
constituencies, but he wished to say a 
few words as one who represented an 
urban and largely artisan constituency. 
'He would venture to say as a town 
Member, that anyone familiar with the 
terrible overcrowding which existed in 
their Scottish towns and in Glasgow 
more than anywhere else, would 
hold up both hands in favour of 
any scheme that would stop the 
terrible exodus which was draining the 
countryside and congesting the large 
centres of population. He did not say 
that this scheme, or any scheme, could 
remove all the bad economic conditions 
which existed, but he knew many of his 
own constituents who would never have 
left the country districts in which 
they were born and gone to Glasgow 
if this Bill had been the law and 
‘if under it the men had had a direct 
interest in their district and a smal] hold- 
ing out of which they could have sup- 
ported themselves. The provisions had 
been criticised with great severity, but 
the Bill merely proposed to apply, with 
| certain alterations and improvements, to 
the whole of Scotland a system which, 
under the Crofters Act, had worked very 
.well for over twenty years in certain 
| districts. The system had been applied 
| to what were known as the crofting areas 
! 


‘of Scotland. But after all, those areas 
‘had been selected somewhat arbitrarily, 
and it was difficult to find any great differ- 
ence between a crofter in Ross-shire and 
a crofter in Galloway. The Crofters Bill 
| had worked well in the Highlands, and it 
was proposed to extend its provisions to 
the Lowlands. It had been said that it 
was doubtful whether it would work well 
| in the Lowlands, but it was always proble- 
' matical whether a Bill would work well or 
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not. Those who supported this measure 
were, however, entitled to pray in aid 
two things. In the first place, the pro- 
visions of the Bill had already been a 
success for a substantial period of years 
in other parts of the country, and, in the 
second place, there were conditions 
which existed in the Lowlands and 
not in the Highlands which would pro- 
bably conduce to its successful work- 
ing. In the Lowlands they had bigger 
and better markets than in the Highlands ; 
moreover the wages of 


enormous advantage for the working of 
small holdings they had better means in 
the Lowlands than in the Highlands 
of communication and transport from 
county to county, from town to town, 
and from village to village. The objec- 
tions urged against the measure were two- 
fold. In the first place, it was said that 
they ought to adopt a system of purchase ; 
but whilst purchase might bea very good 
thing for England or Ireland he con- 
tended that it would not be a good 
thing for Scotland. They did not believe 
in purchase in Scotland. But if this Bill 
passed into law unamended, the House 
would not have put into operation any 
provision which would prevent a man 
from purchasing if he wished to do so, 
and they would have taken a great step 
forward by securing that a fair rent 
should be fixed by an impartial tribunal. 
The Bill did not negative future purchase, 
the objections to which were that it 
would involve a heavy drain upon the 
Exchequer. They had not found in the 
past that the Treasury was always ready 
to come to their aid in regard to questions 
of finance, and, human nature being what 
it was, if small proprietors were brought 
into existence suddenly and in large 
numbers it was to be feared that they 
would act very much as large proprietors 
had done, and if by means of purchase 
they acquired holdings they would be 
tempted to use the property as security 
for debt. They had tried purchase in 
Scotland and found it expensive as 
compared with the system proposed by 
the Bill, and the proceedings in regard 
to purchase had been more compli- 
cated and in addition not. satisfactory. 
Surely these were practical objections 
against introducing purchase into Scot- 
land to-day. It was simpler to proceed 
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agricultural | 
labourers were better; and what was of 
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| along well established lines which were 
economical and had succeeded already, 
than to introduce a new principle. When 
they had a system which had been working 
successfully for a long period of years 
they should not change it for another, 
| the working of which in other countries 
{had showed it to be unsatisfactory in 
|the highest degree. Then they were 
|told that the Bill introduced the prin- 
|ciple of dual ownership. But he was 
|unable to agree with that contention. 
What was the essence of all ownership ¢ 
It was the power of legal disposition. 
If the Bill passed into law the landlord 
would still have the full power of the 
| legal disposition of his property ; but the 
tenant was secured fixity of tenure and a 
fair rent, which did not detract anything 
from the ownership of the landlord in his 
land. The Bill did not introduce dual 
ownership in Scotland inasmuch as the 
tenant could not give, sell, or bequeath 
any interest which he might be said to 
have in the land. He remembered that 
there were many other Members who were 
interested in the subject, and, therefore. 
he would not be justified in intervening 
longer between them and the*House, 
but, as a Member who represented an 
artisan constituency, he wished to put 
their point of view before the House of 
Commons. It was no doubt an evil 
thing for people to leave the country 
districts, but the evil was aggravated 
when they gravitated to the urban 
centres. He believed that the Bill 
would do something to keep in the country 
and on the land people who would 
otherwise go into Glasgow and Edin- 
burgh and increase the congestion in those 
cities. Surely it ought to be the aim of 
legislation to keep the strong and virile 
minded denizens of the country out of 
the bad and insanitary conditions which 
prevailed in the slum districts of large 
cities and to preserve the full manhood of 
the race. He, therefore, appealed to 
hon. Members from the point of view 
of the toilers in great cities to try to do 
something to stop the migration into 
those cities from the country districts—a 
migration which by setting up competi- 
tion caused to be discharged crowds 
of workmen whose only crime was that 
they had grey hairs. Young men crowded 
n from rural districts and displaced men 
who were at work in the towns, and he 
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pleaded?as”an urban Member that this 
Small Landowners Bill should be passed 
into law. 


fat 


*Mr. J. F. MASON (Windsor) thought 
they were all agreed that steps should be 
taken to retain our rural population upon 
the land, and if he criticised the Bill at all 
it was because he thought that before 
proposing a remedy they ought to diag- 
nose the disease. He had seen in Perth- 
shire, on an estate over which he had 
acquired shooting rights, ruined houses, 
farms and cottages, which sixty years ago 
were tenanted, but from which the 
inhabitants had entirely disappeared. 
When however they came to consider 
the causes of depopulation they could not 
leave out of account the fact that the 
prices of agricultural products were very 
different to-day from what they were 
sixty years ago. That, combined with 
the burdens that the land had to bear, 
the large amount of land which had gone 
out of arable cultivation, and the increas- 
ing use of machinery, had a good deal to 
say, in regard to the depopulation which 
had undoubtedly taken place, and it was | 
hardly fair to assume that that depopula- 
tion was entirely due to the lack of small 
holdings or was to be overcome by pro- 
viding a larger number of them. He 
ventured to think that the depopulation 
was rather because of pressure from 
within than attractions from without. 
What he meant was that the depopula- 
tion was caused rather by the depressed 
condition of agriculture than by the 
attractions of the town. But he wanted 
to deal with the question of small hold- 
ings, and he was of opinion that there were 
two or three classes of holdings of that 
character, which it was distinctly de- 
si able to have in our midst. The first 
was the class of small holdings which were 
in the neighbourhood of a town or large 
centre of population and which were 
devoted to intensive agricultural cultiva- 
tion. He thought that the number of 
these holdings should be increased as far 
as possible and that the only limit should 
be that the number should not be so 
great as to affect the market upon whi h 
their prosperity depended. Another class 
was the small holding which was in the 
occupation of a person who also had 
some other business or employment. 
They were limited. They must be 
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scattered in the neighbourhood of larger 
farms or they must be in the neighbour- 
hood of small towns where their owners 
‘ould pursue some other trade than that 
f agriculture. But when they came to 
the third class, the holding on which the 
y»wner was to devote his whole time 
to cultivating, he had grave doubts of 
the economic soundness of cerrving 
this movement too far. Whether he was 
right or wrong in that, he was convinced 
that the way in which it was proposed 
to deal with the matter by this Bill was 
the way to make failure practically 
certain. There was a chance that small 
holdings might be made successful, but 
if dealt with in the way proposed by this 
Bill there could be only one result. 
Land could be held in two ways. There 
could be an owner occupier, a system 
which had great advantages. In the first 
place,a man who owned his holding felt 
that all he did upon it and what he put 
into it was in his own interest, and so used 
his best endeavours to turn the holding 
to the best account. But there was also 
the disadvantage that he had to lock 
up a certain amount of capital in the 
land which, were he only an occupier, 
he could devote to the cultivation of the 
holding. The other form was that of 
landlord and tenant, but he believed that 
that form could only be successful so long 
as there was perfect freedom between 
those two men to fix the conditions 
of the tenancy and to fix the rent at such 
a figure that both the landlord and the 
tenant could anticipate that the rent 
would remain constant and be neither in- 
creased nor reduced in the future ; that 
the tenant should know if he cultivated 
the farm well his rent would not be raised, 
and also that if he culitvated badly he 
would not be able to obtain a reduction. 
It was a great thing for a farmer to feel 
secure in his farm, but it was equally im- 
portant that he should feel certain that 
his rent would remain a consistent factor 
in his out-goings. He believed that 
what in the Bill was called fair rent was 
bound to lead to careless and bad farm- 
ing if the tenant could look forward to a 
reduction of the rent at the end of seven 
years. Another great disadvantage he 
saw in the fair rent scheme was very 
important. It was quite evident that so 
long as a landlord had a tenant of whom 
he approved and who had agreed in all 
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the terms of tenure, he would do what he { and the number of owners on the land, 
could to keep that tenant. The custom} but he ventured to say, whichever the 
in the country was that the landlord did | object was, they must always bear 
the repairs and maintained the buildings|in mind that it was for the benefit 
and so forth. One of the results of his | of the State. This legislation was not 
not doing so was that he would lose his | brought in with the view of benefiting 
tenant. But when under the terms of! any individual, but solely of benefit- 
this Bill a landlord had a tenant foisted | ing the State. If the State desired a 
on him at a rent which he did not consider | change of this kind in the interest of 
adequate, what was there to induce him to | the State it was the State that must take 
keep the buildings in repair. Was it not | the risk of failing—must find the money 
possible therefore that they might drift | and take the responsibility of these small 
into a condition of things where the | holders being reduced in circumstances in 
landlord having no interest in the land, | the course of some years if the scheme 
would not do more than he could help, was a failure. Surely if the scheme 
and the condition of the farmer be worse | failed these people who went in with 
than it was when he started? If they’ a small amount of capital would be 
once started this system of fair rents and | found at the end of a generation in a 
it led to what he believed it would lead, | worse condition than when they started. 
namely, to the landlord no longer doing | Another reason why the State should 
what he was willing to do to-day, he} purchase property and hand over the 
believed it must inevitably fail and they | ownership entirely to the new occupier 
must fall back on a system of purchase.| was that unless that were done they 
If they endeavoured to deal with this| would throw upon the landlord the 
matter by means of State credit it must | burden at the end of the period, if the 
be by a system of purchase. He did not | experiment turned out a failure, of receiv- 
believe they would get the best result | ing back these holdings deteriorated and 
or in fact any result from these small| with buildings upon them utterly 
holdings unless the men became owners | unsuited to any other form of cultiva- 
of their holdings. He was far from} tion. He ventured to impress seriously 
believing that it was desirable in the) upon the Government the desirability 
interests of the country at large that the | of considering whether some further 


land should be held in so few hands. | formof purchase could not be introduced 
He believed it would be to the advantage | into the Bill and whether ownership of 
ef the country if the land were divided | land could not be invested in the 
among a greater number of individuals ; | occupiers. 

but if they were going to deal with it in | 

the manner proposed the right hon. Gentle-| *Mr. J. D. WHITE said that many 
man could not say the Scottish did not | Members must have observed in the 
desire to purchase. The desire was|House the enthusiasm with which the 
to carry out this scheme on the} Bill had been received by Scottish Mem- 
cheap. The Bill provided £65,000} bers. Thereason for that was not far to 
a year for the starting of small holdings. | seek, when they considered what the 
Possibly with great economy in the ad- | conditions had been in Scotland in recent 
ministration of the Act it might lead to! years. Some mention had been made 
100 small holdings a year being created. | of deer forests, and he would like to call 
Would not that lead to a block such as | attention to the fact that the area added 
had arisen in Ireland where the operation | to the deer forests had been consider- 
of the Land Act was also blocked by the | ably over 50,000 acres a year for the 
finance? The money provided was lu-| last few years. In addition, the land 
dicrously small, and showed that the}on the borders of them, and in 
Government did not contemplate great | other places, had been going out of 
things but only experiments on a small | cultivation; the land sustained fewer 
scale. If the Government had any | people, and the people were steadily 
confidence in their Bill they would spend | drafting into the towns. His hon. 
a much larger sum than was contem-| friend the Member for Huddersfield 
plated. The object everybody had in | showed, in a very striking article which 
view was to increase the rural population, | he wrote about eighteen months ago, 
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that the overcrowding in Scottish cities 
was very much greater than in any 4 
the cities of England. For instance, i 

Manchester the proportion living sie 
overcrowded conditions was one in 
sixteen; in Leeds one in ten; and in 
London, one in seven; 
it Was one in three; and in Glasgow 
one in two—or half of the population. | 
That had been accompanied naturally 
by physical degeneration and by con- 
ditions of life which were a disgrace 
to the country. It had told on the 
death-rate among infants. Last year he 
put a Question as to this, and was 
given certain statistics. There would be 
an outcry through the land if the death. 
rate among the calves and the lambs was 
anything like the death-rate among the | 
children of the poor in our large cities. It 
was also noteworthy that emigration from 
Scotland had been steadily increasing. In 
1899, the emigration of Scotsmen, of men 
of Scottish nationality, was under 5,000 a 
year. By 1902, it had risen to 9,000 a 
year; in 1904, to 19,000 a year: and the | 
number of emigrants from Scotland last | 
year was over 32.000. Only a few days | 
ago an article in a leading Scottish news- 
paper on this subject showed that during 
the first few months of this year the pro- 


portion of increase of emigration had not | 


only been kept up but had been increased. 
The emigrants were from many parts of 
Scotland. It must be remembered also | 
that they were the young and not 
the old; the vigorous and not the 
feeble; the enterprising and not the 
backward. This emigration was a very 
serious thing for the homeland. It 
skimmed the cream from the top of the 
population, instead of draining the dregs 
from the bottom. Far be it from him to 
close any opportunity for his countrymen 
and countrywomen to do as well as they 
could for themselves in Canada or else- 
where, but he urged that they ought to 
develop the resources of their own 
native land and in that way improve the 
prospects of future generations. Some 
hon. Members had spoken as if the Govern- 
ment had taken some new departure in 
this Bill. They had done nothing of the 
kind. They were proceeding along the 
jines of the Crofters Acts, which had 
worked so excellently for twenty years. 


Something had been said on the other 


side about the Highland line. This was 


Mr. J. D. White. 
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while in Edinburgh, | 


| the factors will treat you well, 
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| not quite the same thing as the line of 
| 
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the crofting counties. Let them take 
‘the crofting county of Argyllshire, close 
by which was Buteshire, a non-crofting 
'county where there were many crofters. 
A crofting county did not mean a county 
where there were crofters, but one of the 
counties specified in the Act. How 
was it that a system which was 
applicable to Argyllshire, was inapplicable 
‘to Buteshire, which was close by? 
If this system was applicable to Argyll- 
shire, why was it not applicable to 
Dumbartonshire? Why was it applic- 
able on one side of Loch Long, and 
inapplicable on the other side? The 
Government had started out with security 
of tenure, and it was security of tenure 
which was the foundation of everything. 
If they were to have a population settled 
on the land, it was not enough to say, 
‘The landlords will treat you and well, 
and if 
you will lay out money on your holdings 
| vou really ¢ can rely on their kindness and 
| generosity.” They wanted a_ business 
' basis, and the business basis was security 
lof tenure; that a man settled on the land 
| should continue to have a fair rent, and 
|should not have his rent raised against 
| him because of his improvements. These 
were the fundamentals of the system. 
An hon. Member on the other side had 
| spoken as if the fair rent was fixed for 
lever. But that could not be so; the 
| conditions must vary from time to ‘time, 
‘and the rent not only must be started 
'fair but must be kept fair; and the only 
way to do that was to have an impartial 
tribunal which could regulate rents at 
stated periods, say every seven years, 
so as to secure fair play to the tenant. 
That seemed the better idea, and better 
than compulsory purchase. If hon. 
Members opposite acknowledged the 
existing evils and were so wedded to 
compulsory purchase, why had they not 
during their long term of office taken a 
single step to remedy the evils by intro- 
ducing that system 2 Purchase involved 
heavy expenditure, whereas the system 
proposed by this Bill called for no 
elaborate financial transaction at all. 
The tenants would pay for the land 
out of the profits which they made fromit. 
From the point of view of the State, it 
was a most economical system, and it 
was a system of simplicity; from the 
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point of view of the tenant it wasa good |renting the land they would in 
system. The right hon. Member for the | many cases have to pay too much for it, 
Bordesley Division of Birmingham attri-|and he absolutely declined to be a 
buted to ownership the sense of security | party to any system of purchase until 
which was felt by the holder of the land. | they had a simple and automatic means 
But that sense of security was not dueto| by which, if they purchased at all, it 
ownership but to the fact of security of |should be at a fair and not at an 
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tenure, and where they gave that security 
of tenure, he believed that it was a far 
better way of dealing with the matter. 
He would also point out that it was the 
best way to keep the tenants out of the 
because 


hands of the money-lenders, 
instead of a man spending his money on 


the purchase of the land, it enabled him to 


spend it on improvements of his holding 


ind so enabled him to use the land better 


than before. The curse of peasant 


|exorhitant price. He hoped that before 
| long they would havea Valuation Bil! for 
| Scotland under which land would be 
| assessed at its market value. Last year 
| he remembered speaking of Scotland in 
| regard tolegislation asthe{Cinderella of the 
isession. He was glad that the Govern- 
/ment, by promoting Scottish legislation 
/on the most important of Scottish ques- 
| tions, were doing something for Scotland 
| which that country had long needed. 


proprietors in almost every country in | 


the world was that if there were two or | 
three bad seasons, they got into the hands 


of the gombeen man, and they then had 
dual ownership in its worst possible form. 
There was no dual ownership in the 


| CoroneL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said the hon. Member 
| who had just sat down had spoken very 
| feelingly upon the subject of emigration, 
| and he had pointed out that a large num- 


proposal of the Government. Ownership | her of people were leaving Scotland. It 


remained in the landlord, and the tenant 
had security of tenure. What did the 
landlord want more than that? He 
received a fair rent for the land and for 
what he had put into it. He might 
want to do what he liked with his own : 
he might want to turn the tenant out 
without any reason given, but they main- 


tained that he should not be allowed to do | 


so. That was the only way they inter- 
fered with the rights of ownership, 
namely, that the tenant should have 
securitv, and that he should not be 
turned out without good reason from the 
house which he had built and the holding 
which he had brought into a state of 
cultivation. 
spoken of the purchase of the land at its 
market value. He knew of various lands 
which produced practically nothing and 
were returned for assessment at practically 
nil. But the moment they wanted to pur- 
chase those lands for building cottages or 
for small holdings, then prices became 
prohibitive. He believed that the Bill 
would never work properly until they 
had a system by which the value for rating 
and taxation was also made the basis of 
the purchase price. Once they had that, 
he believed they would be able to get land 
at a fair price. The present conditions 
in jthis ‘respect were another objection 
to purchase just now. Even 


Hon. Members opposite had | 


| had also been stated that a great many 
| of those who had emigrated from Scot- 
| land were a class who could afford to 
travel as second-class passengers. Un- 
| der those circumstances he did not think 
'the argument that those people had 
| been driven away because they could 
|not obtain a living in Scotland held 
good. Probably they had left Scotland 
| because they saw a better chance of get- 
| ting on in another country. 

| Mr. J. D. WHITE said his argument 
| was that they wanted to give them that 
| better chance in Scotland. 


| CoLtoneL KENYON-SLANEY said the 
‘hon. Member could not have it both 
| ways. They could not support this 
| Bill by the argument that the well-to-do 
class preferred to emigrate. 


Mr. J.D. WHITE said he did not say 
that they were a well-to-do class. What 
| he said was that some of them were 
well-to-de 


CoLoNnEL KENYON-SLANEY said the 
_hon. Member had asserted that a con- 
| siderable number of the emigrants from 
Scotland were able to go out as second- 


in | class passengers. That was proof positive 
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that they were not amongst the very 
poor class. He would like the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill to tell 
him how it was, if the Crofters Act was 
supposed to afford an argument in sup- 
port of this legislation, that the popula- 
tion in the crofter parishes fell from 
158,000 in 1871 to 142,000 in 1901. Did 
a diminution of 16,000 persons show 
that?the Act had tended to retain the 
population on the soil ? 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW suggested that 
the right hon. Gentleman should give 
the figures for 1885-86 instead of for 
1871. 

CotonEL KENYON-SLANEY _ re- 
gretted that he had not those figures. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said the proper 
point to start from in drawing a contrast 
was the legislation which began in 1886. 


CoLtonEL KENYON-SLANEY asked 
whether it was a fact that since the Act 
came into operation the population had 
diminished. The silence on the opposite 
bench was ominous. 


Mr. SINCLAIR said he had not the 
full figures before him; but it must be 
borne in mind that if the decrease out- 
side the crofter parishes was greater 
than the decrease inside it would show 
that the Crofters Act had been of service 
in staying the rate of decrease. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY said it 
had been declared over and over again 
that the ( rofters Act had kept the popu- 
lation on the land. Right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite could not say that the 
population had not decreased since that 
Act was passed, and therefore he was 
entitled to say that they had broken 
down in that part of their argument. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman deny that 
proposition ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR said that a Return for 
1907 showed that in non-crofting counties 
there was a decrease in the number of 
small holdings in every county but three, 
while in the crofting counties there was 
an“ increase in every county but one. 
[An Hon. Memper: But what about 
the population ? ] 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS}: 
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CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY said his 
point was whether there had been 
an increase in the population. Had 
the population been strengthened or 
diminished by the operation of these 
Acts? Hon. Gentlemen opposite could 
not quote the Crofters Act as having done 
anything to stem the depopulation of the 
rural districts. That-fact being acknow- 
ledged—[MInIsTERIAL cries of “ No ”}— 
he would proceed to discuss the Bill. 
With reference to what had been said 
about security of tenure he wished to 
remind the House that a long lease was 
a near approach to security of tenure. 
The longer a tenant had undisturbed 
possession the nearer he approached to 
security of tenure. It had been denied 
that there was anything like dual owner- 
ship under this Bill or anything that was 
unfair to either the landlord or the 
tenant. The effect upon his mind of the 
speech of the Secretary for Scotland was 
that he had a less clear understanding 
of what was proposed at the end of 
it than at the beginning. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the Bill 
was the outcome of Scottish experience 
and Scottish opinion. Personlly he had 
doubts upon that point. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had made 
a mistake in that matter. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman stated that one 
of the objects he had in view was 


to secure more scientific agriculture 
throughout Scotland. Again he was 
startled. He had always understood 


that there were perhaps no more scientific 
cultivators than those in the best parts 
of the lowlands of Scotland. He thought 
some of them would be startled when 
they were told that they were not 
scientific, and that the small holders 
proposed to be established were to 
conduct agriculture on scientific lines of 
which they were ignorant. He wished 
to call the attention of the House to the 
position in which they stood. There 
seemed to be a general idea that there 
was on that side of the House opposi- 
tion to small holdings. How could that 
be when they were going to support an 
Amendment which in its essence approved 
the setting up of small holdings ? Turn- 
ing to the provisions of the Bill, he pointed 
out that there was a large number of small 
holdings even in the most highly farmed 
portions of Scotland, while in Scotland 
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as a whole small holdings constituted a 
large proportion of the occupied land. 
Towards stemming the exodus from 
the crofter districts the Crofter Acts had 
done nothing. He wondered whether 
the earnest advocates of the Bill realised 


the responsibility they were undertaking | 


towards the new type of tenant it was 
proposed to create. These new tenants 
were to be invited to invest the whole 
of their savings in the holdings, savings 
which had been effected under the present 
system, and if the new system did not 
prove successful the new tenants would 
in many cases be in an almost hopeless 
position. If the result was unfavourable 
the Government would have ruined these 
men, and their responsibility would be 
very great. All experience showed that 
the pursuit of agriculture was a very 
hard life at the best, and under the 
conditions proposed it would probably 
result in failure. What would be the 
effect of the measure in those cases, 
and they would be of frequent occur- 


rence, in which a landlord, acknowledging | 


that small holdings were useful, had set 
them up on his own estate? He had 
equipped them and attached to them a 
certain portion of land in order to make 
the experiment, if possible, a success. 


He had rented the land at a low rent. | 
There were many cases in which the land | 


attached to a small holding was rented 


at 4s. or 5s., while if the same land were | 


attached to a large holding it would 
be rented at 12s. or 13s. If when the 
Act came into being that land was taken 
over at a rent of 4s., would it be fair to 
the landlord that for all future time he 
should only receive that amount for it, 


when, if he had not created the small | 
holdings, he could have got 12s. for it 7 


If hon. Members would think over that, 
they would see that there was an element 
of great unfairness in it, and he believed 
it was one with which they would hardly 
like to associate themselves. The 
Solicitor-General for Scotland had said 
that no landlord would be any worse 
under the Bill. It reminded one of the 
Jackdaw of Rheims :— 
“But what gave rise to no little surprise, 
Nobody seemed one penny the worse.” 

He was afraid that was not quite true. 
Let them take the case of a landlord 
who had let a 200-acre holding. He had 
arranged his rent on the ground that the 
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|200-acre holding was to continue in the 
itenant’s occupation on a long lease. 
| Down came the Commissioners and took 
away 50 acres. Would any man who 
had practical acquaintance with the 
| buying and selling of land say that the 
whole value of the estate was not 
| distinctly lowered by the fact that thet 
land had been taken off that particular 
farm? The Solicitor-General for Scotland 
had tried to persuade them that there 
would be no loss under the scheme of the 
Bill. But what was to happen when the 
whole system of culture on the holding was 
changed by the new tenant? That 
system of culture might not agree with 
the buildings already on the farm and 
might only be an experiment on the part 
of the new holder. Who was to be 
damnified by the expense caused by the 
ichange of culture? Was it to be the 
owner of the soil? The whole scheme 
of the Bill was bad, as always happened 
when a system of dual ownership was set 
up. He thought that the Lord Advocate 


had allowed his sentiment to over- 
‘shadow his common sense. He only 
|wished that the right hon. and 


learned Gentleman had been in the 
position of a landlord ; then they might 
‘have had the advantage of a grumble 
from him against the provisions of the 
Bill. And he would remind hon. Gentle- 
/men opposite that there was among some 
of those who were inherited owners of old 
estates a strong feeling of responsibility 
as to the duty they owed to the people 
| who lived on the property, and they tried 
to do their level best to act up to that 
‘duty. But this Bill would make it 
impossible for them to carry out that 
which was to them a sacred trust and 
charge. [Ironical MINISTERIAL cheers. | 
‘It was a trust which had been carried 
out on the whole fairly and well; and 
|he could afford to ignore the cheap jeer 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite. Then the 
Bill must diminish the general prosperity 
of the agricultural districts by with- 
drawing the large expenditure now 
willingly spent upon them and in the 
equipment of the farms by the owners 
of the land. A calculation had been 
made by a high Scottish authority thi.t 
the money so withrawn would amount 
|to £10,000,000 a year. That amount 
‘of money was spent not only on 
‘actual agricultural development, but on 
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all subsidiary industries in the district. 
Again, the taxpayer had not been 
sufficiently considered. In order to 


{COMMONS} 


_ says that I ought not to have gone back to 


spend £65,000 a year on an uncertain | 


problem there would be in salaries an 
expenditure of £18,000 a vear. A wiser 
plan of experiment would have been to 
adopt some measure for cheapening 
the transfer of land so that experiments 
could be tried on the land so acquired. 
The opposition was not to the setting 
up of small holdings, but to the system 
proposed by the Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I fully recognise the temperate and 
reasonable spirit in which my right hon. 
friend has discussed this matter. If 1] 
were to find any fault with one portion 
of his speech it would be to say that he 
should not assume, as he does, that 
he, and perhaps his friends about him, 
know a great deal about this subject, 
while those on this side know nothing. 
It does not do to set up a monopoly even 
of information and experience in this 
House ; and perhaps I may enforce that 
little injunction upon my right hon. friend 
by justifying the smile with which | 
received the statement that the effect of 
the Bill would be to prevent the ex- 
penditure of £10,000,000 per annum. 
Why, the whole rental of agricultural 
farms in Scotland is only £5,500,000. 
The whole rental of agricultural land 
in Scotland is £5,500,000. I am_ not 
accustomed to hear with a calm counten- 
ance the greater subtracted from the 
lesser. I must refer for a minute or 
two to a matter personal to myself. 
Some doubt has been thrown on a 
statement of mine in a speech outside 
this House, much alluded to by some of 
the speakers, as to the demand which I 
alleged existed for land for small holdings 
and houses, which demand I said in many 
cases had been met with a tlat denial. 
It was said that there were many dis- 
tricts in which land had not been de- 
manded for this purpose, or had been 
granted if it had been made. I asserted 
that there were many cases in which these 
circumstances did not exist. To tell me 
that there are others in which they do 
exist is hardly an answer. But the hon. 
Member for Ayrshire reviving in this 
House some memories that I entertain of 
a letter in The Times yesterday morning, 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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a report of 1895, when there was a more 
recent Paper submitted to Parliament. 
He objects to antiquated evidence ; and 
I do not wonder at it, because for the last 
ten years, since that evidence came out, 
he and his friends have been responsible, 
and have done nothing to deal with the 
state of things which that evidence dis- 
closed. But the Return of the Board of 
Agriculture which i. more recent, was of 
a different nature altogether. The pre- 
vious Returns, to which I referred and on 
which I founded myself, were a record 
of definite attempts made by the local 
authorities to obtain land, especially 
under the Small Holdings Act of 1892, 
whereas the Return to which the hon. 
Gentleman refers comprised a number 
of opinions expressed by gentlemen in 
different parts of the country who were 
called upon by the Board of Agriculture 
forevidence. [I think it is better to go on 
the actually recorded proceedings of 
public authorities than on the mere 
opinions of certain gentlemen. The two 
things can hardly be put on the same 
plane; and I am not sure who these 
gentlemen are who gave these opinions. 
They are the correspondents of the Board 
of Agriculture in London. But how 
are they chosen? Who controls the 
selection ? I do not wish to speak dis- 
respectfully, but stil! the Board of 
Agriculture is more or less affected by the 
Minister at the head of it. [Mr. WALTER 
Lone: No.] Then who does select these 
correspondents ; because, judging from 
the opinions given in Scotland, I should 
doubt very much whether they are im- 
partial, and, indeed, it would be very 
difficult to get any one who could stand 
the test of being perfectly free from 
prejudice and party feeling in the 
matter. But, however that may be, 
when I used the words the other day 
which have been quoted, I had in my 
mind not only the question of small 
holdings, but of land for allotments and 
other such purposes. This 1895 Return 
shows that 483 acres had been provided 
in eight counties, and that 650 petitions 
for small holdings had been presented in 
forty-one other counties which had 
acquired no land for the purpose. But I 
think the Return to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers is a valuable report ; and he 


was not at all exhaustive in his reference 
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to it. In the introduction to this Paper 
there is a passage which, I fancy, must 
have escaped his notice. It runs— 


“Tt is possible, of course, that the apparent 
absence of demand may be put down, to some 
extent at least, to a recognition of the futility 
of asking for what is practically unettainable.” 


And again— 


“The majority of the co.respondents, how- 
ever, report that there is a demand for small 
holdings which is not satisfied for reasons 
which many of them specify. The belief that 
their provision would tend to keep the popu- 
lation on the land is explained.” 


What I said the other day was, not 
that there were no parts where any land 
had been granted, but that there were 
parts of the country where it had been 
blankly refused. I must say a word or 
two as to the evidence in this Report with 
regard to Scotland. Counties are speci- 
fied where there is great difficulty in 
getting small holdings and allotments. 
In Berwick a great demand for holdings 
is reported. In Peebles small holdings 
practically cannot be got, it is said, 
because wealthy proprietors will not, 
and poor ones cannot, supply the neces- 
sary buildings. [Cries of ‘“ Why ?”] 
In Wigton we are told that small holdings 
were at one time numerous, but they have 
been gradually absorbed in large farms. 
I need go no further to show that I was 
amply justified in what I said by 
the Report which the hon. Gentleman 
opposite preferred over the heads of 
the previous Reports, which were even 
stronger. Now, to-night we hae had a 
version of this Bill given to us by the 
Leader of the Opposition. It sounded to 
our ears like a romance. At the head 
vou have a body of corrupt, incompetent, 
possibly venal, and certainly bureaucratic 
gentlemen—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I did not say in- 
competent or venal. I did say bureau- 
cratic. 


’ Sm H.” CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN?: 
If they were to do the things which the 
right hon. Gentleman imputed to them 
they must be both incompetent and 
venal. 


Mr." A. J. BALFOUR": As the right 
hon. Gentleman makes the accusation 
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against me I may say I suggested neither 
incompetence nor venality. I suggested 
nothing but that they might fail, as Lord 
Carrington admitted that he failed. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I stand upon “ bureaucratic.” at all 
events. There are a number of bureau- 
cratic gentlemen in a back room in 
Edinburgh, from which vantage ground 
they proceed to disorgani:e the whole 
landlord class, and to menace the exist- 
ence of every species of property in the 
United Kingdom. Incidentally they are 
to manage, as I gather, the greater part, 
in fact, the entire land of Scotland. Then 
you have on the other side the small 
holding, actual or potential, a perverted 
class of men, apparently, who are either 
bankrupt or going bankrupt, and wholly 
unfitted to cultivate the land, and yet 
foisted upon land quite unsuited for the 
purposes of small holdings, by this in- 
competent—by this bureaucratic body. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
what I said. I have a right to say, all I 
mean to say, that the speech attributed 
to me by the right hon. Gentleman bears 
no resemblance whatever to what I said. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ am a humble person, and I can only 
give the impression which the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech made upon me and 
my hon. friends around me. Now these 
unhappy men are tied down by virtue of 
an iron system of bondage called fixity of 
tenure, and they are tied to a barren and 
irresponsive soil. And, if I understood 
the right hon. Gentleman, they will, by the 
very nature of the case, or because they 
have suffered more acutely than the rest 
of mankind from the effects of the fall of 
Adam, be practically unequal to develop- 
ing the land for the purposes of intensive 
cultivation. And to complete the picture, 
you have the figure of the patient and 
heroic landlord, with his estates torn from 
him and divided up among this riff-raff, 
compelled to accept the wretched rents 
and inadequate compensation awarded by 
the bureaucratic body, and forced to 
make good to the estate the liabilities 
incurred by the smallholders. Even that 
does not complete the picture ; but I will 
not pursue it further, it is so distressing. 
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What I think we ought to do in the face 
of that picture is to consider what under 
this Bill will actually happen. Let me 
say, first of all, that this Bill is not intro- 
duced, as my hon. and right hon. friends 
have made plain, in the air, without any 
experience. We have the experience of 
twenty years upon exactly similar re- 
lationships in the north-west of Scotland, 
where there has not been a hitch from 
beginning to end, where the landlords 
and the tenants are satisfied, and every- 
body is satisfied. We wish to extend 
those advantages further in that part of 
the country and to apply them to the rest 
of Scotland. But it is said the rest of 
Scotland is quite different. Is it different 
in any of these respects? To begin with, 
are there not men of the crofter class in 
other counties? There is exactly the 
same sort of thing in Aberdeenshire, where 
there are men indistinguishable from the 
so-called crofters. In the south, too, in 
the Stewartry of Kirkcudbrightshire, and 
even in Dumfries, there are men in exactly 
the same position. But if there were not, 
is this an unwholesome position that we 
create, is this an unwholesome way of 
dealing with the relations between land- 
lord and tenant, and their relations to the 
soil? A good deal has been said about 
the feeling of Scotland. I believe that 
the feeling in Scotland is strongly in 
favour of this Bill, and we have every 
reason to know that itis. It is quite true 
that there have been some meetings of 
very big farmers and others in Edinburgh 
which have pronounced against it ; but I 
have heard of a meeting of the Farmers’ 
Association in a county not very far from 
Edinburgh, East Lothian, where approval 
of the Bill was moved by a Unionist 
farmer and seconded by a Liberal farmer, 
and where another Unionist gentleman 
who was present made a motion condem- 
natory of the Bill, but was not able to find 
a seconder. Among the class of farmers 
themselves there is no insuperable hos- 
tility to the Bill. I think it will be ad- 
vantageous to consider what will happen 
under this Bill. From a certain village or 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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parish there may be representations 
forwarded to the Commissioners that 
there is a very strong desire for small 
holdings, or a group of men may apply 
for small holdings. The Commissioners 
send one of their number down to inspect 
the locality. He interviews the men to 
see whether they are of a class likely to 
make good use of their opportunity, 
He then goes and interviews the land- 
owner. I will assume the worst—that 
he finds the landowner is reluctant or 
recalcitrant. The Commissioner tries to 
persuade him, but failing in that, he pro- 
ceeds to investigate personally the avail- 
able ground, and he is able to select one 
or two spots the conversion of which 
into small holdings would do no harm 
to anybody, which would be con- 
veniently situated and the land suitable 
for the purpose. He reports to his 
brother Commissioners, and they have a 
further inquiry. They also approach the 
landowner to see whether he will relent. 
I assume the worst case, that he does not 
relent. Then they proceed, as I undei- 
stand it, to report that a certain piece of 
land is suitable and available for small 
holdings. Then they act upon that. 
Then comes in the Court—an altogether 
independent body—to fix the amount of 
rent that ought to be paid, and the con- 
ditions on which the land should be let. 
The Court fixes it. The landlord still 
remains displeased, but he cannot help 
himself ; the Court gives its decision and 
the thing is done. I take the case of the 
first man. He has, perhaps, saved a 
little bit of money ; he advances it, gets 
a further loan from the State, and pro- 
ceeds to do such draining or building 
and so forth, and improving the land as 
may be necessary. But, then, we are led 
to believe by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, in his picture, that nearly all 
those concerned must be either rogues 
or fools or bears. The man takes to 
drink or evil ways, or through other 
faults wastes his money, and in a year 
or two becomes bankrupt. Supposing he 
does. What happens? His estate or 
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little farm would have the benefit of the 
lease he had obtained on a reasonable rent 
under the order of the Court; there is the 
house and the other things he has built 
and all the improvements he has made. 
Am I to be told that the property is to 
lie derelict because no one would take it ? 
The right hon. Gentleman said the land 
might be unsuitable. If it was unsuitable 
ground it assumes that the Commissioners 
did not know their duty. I assume that 
they did know their duty and that it will 
be a good bargain for anyone to get this 
so-called derelict land, and there is no 
likelihood — of The whole 
picture which the right hon. Gentleman 
drew was painted from his own imagina- 
tion. But if it should so happen that 
in any one case there is a loss by this 
proceeding, then I am bound to say—I 
do not know whether it is provided for 
in the Bill—that in that extreme case 
the loss ought properly to be borne by 
the State. It would not be a great loss, 
and I think that would not be unfair. 
In all the cases we have had in the North- 
West Highlands there has been no such 
case as that. As I say, it is to imagine 
that the whole lot of them are incom- 
petent. I venture to say they are not in- 
competent, and they must all have been 
incompetent if any such case as that could 
have arisen. There is the bugbear 
of the right hon. Gentleman I think 
pretty well destroyed. The one case 
that he dwelt upon culminated in this— 
the bankrupt tenant of a small holding, 
and who has to bear the loss. I have 
said that with all the safeguards that 
are provided, first of all by the Com- 
missioners, and then by the Court, if 
any such case did happen, then I think 
the State ought to bear the loss. No 
one on the other side of the House is 
opposed to the idea of small holdings 
granted in a casual and benevolent way 


any loss. 
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by the goodwill of the landlords. Nor 
are small holdings under the sanction of 
the State objected to. But they wish it 
to be done by purchase.; In Scotland 
our Scottish experience has shown that 
the mode of purchase is extremely ex- 
pensive, infinitely more expensive than 
our proposal, We have discovered that 
the Scottish tenants and the Scottish 
labourers, and others interested in the 
matter in Scotland, do not desire to have 
purchase; they prefer this other way 
of dealing with it. That is the foundation 
of this Bill; that is the common sense of 
the matter. We wish to increase the 
number of small holdings. The right 
hon Gentleman implies, in fact he does 
not imply, he said it, that any increase 
in the rural population would only in- 
tensify and aggravate the exodus to the 
towns; that the more you keep the 
people in the country the more they 
will want to go to the towns, and, there- 
fore you are, I suppose, to leave them 
alone. I do not agree with him. Even 
if it were so, is it not something to open 
up a career and the prospect of a useful 
and happy life to hard-working men who 
are debarred from it by this unfortunate 
lack of land? I think that is an object 
which, if attained, would be of enormous 
benefit to the race, to the physical 
condition of our people, and to the com- 
munity at large. Those are the reasons 
why we have introduced this Bill, and 
nothing that has been said in the course vf 
this debate has proved to me that any 
other way that we could have adopted 
would be half so likely to be so efficacious 
as this. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 365; Noes, 
126. (Division List No. 149.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew. George William 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen,A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 


Ambrose, Robert 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
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Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,R’mf’rd 
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| Fenwick, Charles 
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Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness | 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 


| Ferens, T. R. 


Bethel], T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 


Biilson, Altred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner. Rt. Hn.SirJ.T.(Chesh. 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes. J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie. John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Cross, Alexander 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 





| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 


| Grant, Corrie 


Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

nulland, John W. 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 


Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth,R. L. (Caithn’ss-sh 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,.J.M.{ Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. (ieoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 
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Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy}H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 


| Jardine, Sir J. 


Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 


| Kelley, George D. 
| Kennedy, Vincent Paul 


Kettle, Thomas Michael 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 


| Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, E. 


| Leese,SirJ osephF.(Accrington 
| Lehmann, R. C. 


Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 


Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


| Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
| Mackarness, Frederic C. 

| Maclean, Donald 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


MacVeagh., Jeremiah (Down. 


| MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 


M‘Callum, Jolin M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 


| M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
| M‘Killop, W. 

| M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
| M‘Micking, Major G. 


Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield,H. Rendall (Lincoln) 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Marks,G.Croydon( La unceston) 
Marnhim, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alpor- 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 
Montgomery, H. G. 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
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Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 

Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

0’Grady, J. 

0’Hare, Patrick 

0’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
0’Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 

0’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H. M. (Suffolk,Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps,J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E.( Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.Sir Alex. F 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt Hn.A.J.(City Lond) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G (Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 





Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks | 


Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 


{30 AprRIL 1907} 


Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson,Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf'rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C.E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Alis»brook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 





Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


NOES. 


Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Ceci] Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Chance, Frederick William 
Clark,George Smith( Belfast, N.) 
Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm’gh’m 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim, 8) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co 








Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
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Taylor, Theodore C, (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abe] (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson.J.W.H (Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 3 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.} 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley, John Henry (Halifax 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughon) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford, S. 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Haddock, George R.g 
Hamilton Marquess of 

Hardy Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edmd’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
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Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R, 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont. Colonel James 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 118 ; Noes, 374. 


Acland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. | 
| Fell, Arthur 
| Ferguson, R. C. Munro 


Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Altred 
Balfour, RtHn. A.J.(CityLond. ) 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
| Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 


Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring,Capt. Hn.G.( Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach, Hn. MichaelHugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Rignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Clark,George Smith( Belfast, N.) 
Cochrane,Hon.Thos.H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingham 
Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett,T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 


Small Landholders 


{COMMONS} 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy. Ear] 

Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renton, Major Leslie 

Roberts, S.(Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Rothschild.Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 





| 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker,Col. W.H.(Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid, 
Waring, Walter 
Whitbread,4Howard 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Munro Ferguson and 
Sir Edward Tennant. 


Motion made, and Question put. “‘ That 


'the Bill be committed to a Committee of 
| the Whole House.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


AYES. 


Doughty, Sir George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 


Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. | 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lo ng,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Caimont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW.) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 








(Division List No. 150.) 


Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thomson, E. C. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G.( Petersfield) 
Nield. Herbert 

O’ Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, AbelH.(Herttord, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staft’sh. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker,Col. W.H.( Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
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Whitbread, Howard 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. R.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton Thomas Gair 

Asquith Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,JosephA.( Finsbury. E. ) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
sarker, John 

Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams( Devonport 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsden, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Rt HnSirJ.T(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
3yles, William Pollard 

“airns, Thomas 

'ameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston | 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) | 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,SirT.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 





| Duckworth, James 


| Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
| Flavin, Michael] Joseph 


| Gibb, James (Harrow) 


| Gulland, John W. 


| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
| Hall, Frederick 


{30 Aprit 1907} 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


NOES 


Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, HerbertJ. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Cross, Alexander 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) | 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) | 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dob:on, Thomas W. 
Donelan, Captain A. 


Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. ) 


Gilhooly, James 


| Gill, A. H. 


Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | 


| Glendinning, R. G. 


Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 


Halpin, J. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


| 
| 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Viszount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 


Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harmsworth,R. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Hawood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson J.M.( Aberdeen W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 


| Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 


Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Holt, Richard Durning 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


| Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 


Horridge, Thomas Gardner 


| Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

| Hudson, Walter 

| Hyde, Clarendon 

| Idris, T. H. W. 
Illingworth, Perey H. 


Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


| Jackson, R. S. 


Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 


| Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


| Jowett, F. W. 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kekewich, Sir George 


Kelley, George D. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 


| Kettle, Thomas Michael 
| Kineaid-Smith, Captain 


King, Alfred John (Knuitstord) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Lea, HughCecil(St.Pancras,E.) 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A.Levy(Essex,Harwich 


| Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 


Levy, Maurice 


' Lewis, John Herbert 








819 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David | 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald.J.M.(FalkirkBurghs | 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, D. Thomas J. | 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down,S.) | 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald | 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathariel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S$. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 


Adjournment 





Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholls, George 

Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Hare, Patrick 


{COMMONS} 


O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


| Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
| Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps,J.Wynford( Pembroke 


Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, RobertJohn( Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 


| Priestley, W.E.B.(Br adford,E.) 


Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland} 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverhampton 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn.E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson,Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Samuel,Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton underLyne) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 

















of the House. 


Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph(Chesh ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Tayior, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (¢ ‘armarthen,E,} 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, SirJohn L. (Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John (athcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander! 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarti’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr, J. A. 
Pease. 


Bill committed to a Standing Com- | Minister would move the suspension of 
poe 11 o’clock Rule to-morrow, in order 
to obtain the Report stage of the Budget 


mittee. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Resolutions. 


On the Motion for the Adjournment, 


| 
Mr. WHITELEY (Yorkshire, vt 


Pudsey) gave notice that the Prime 


Adjourned 


at twenty - four 
minutes after Eleven o’clock. 
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Wednesday, 1st May, 1907. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Read 2’, and committed. 
Birmingham Corporation Water Bill 


to the Commons. 


we Member 


Sentry Corporation Water Bill [#.L.].— 


: to the House as a member of the Select 
= Committee on the said Bills in the 
* place of the Marquess of Zetland ; read, 
£ and agreed to. 


; Boston Spa Gas Bill; 
. bury Gas Bill ; Swansea Harbour Bill.— 


y and referred to the Examiners. 


~ Tramway Orders Confirmation Bill 
. > [H.L.].— A Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
= visional Orders made by the Board of 
2 Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, 
E relating to Audenshaw Urban District 
P Councit Tramway, Huddersfield Cor- 
S poration Tramway, Leeds Corporation 
- Tramways, Taunton Tramways 


by 
read 1*; 


k Ways, was presented 
} Granard (EF. Granard) ; 


k (No. 47). 


- Education Board Provisional Order 
S Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill [x.1.]. 
f —Read 2* (according to order). 


wark Borough Market) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to order) : 


Committee negatived ; 
tead 3* To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 


Report on Admiralty Surveys for the 
year 1906, by the Hydrographer. 


VOL. CLXXIII. [Fourru Serizs.] 
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South Wales Mineral Railway Bill.— | 


; [H.L.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent. 


Colne Valley Water Bill [1.1.]; Cov- | 


> Report from the Committee of Selection, | 
; That the Lord Templemore be proposed | 


: Brought from the Commons, read 1*, | 


(Exten- | 
K sion), and West Ham Corporation Tram- 
the Lord | 
to be) 
+ printed, and referred to the Examiners. | 


London Government Scheme (South- | 


Bill | 
reported without amendment; Standing | 


and Bill to be| 
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Navy. 


BOBBINITE. 


Report of the Departmental Committee ~ 
on Bobbinite ; minutes of evidence. 


TRADE. 


Annual statement of the trade of the 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 
and British Possessions, 1906, compared 
with the four preceding years: Volume 
| I. (Summaries, abstract, and detailed 
tables of imports and exports). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 





| PENALSERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-1891 (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Rose Smith, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to 
be at large on condition that she enter 
the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, London, E. : 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Grays and Til- | 


THE NAVY. 

Eart CAWDOR rose to call attention 
to the statement of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty explanatory of the Navy 
Estimates, 1907-1908, and to ask— 


1. For information as to the present 
constitution of the Home Fleet, with 
special reference to the manning and 
efficiency of the squadrons at the Nore ; 


2. Whether a statement can be made 
/comparing the state of repairs of the 
ships of the Fleet in January, 1905 and 
1907, similar to that which has been 
given for 1904 and 1907 ; 


| 3. Whether the arrangements and 
staff at the various dockyards are at 
| present sufficient for the efficient repair 
and maintenance of the Fleets ; 


4. What is the exact position as to 
dockyard accommodation for ships of the 
“ Dreadnought” and “ Invincible” Class 
at home and abroad, and what steps are 
being taken at Rosyth or elsewhere for 
| further provision of such accommodation. 
| The noble Earl said: My Lords, in 
| bringing before your Lordships’ notice 
| the Questions which stand in my name 

on the Paper I trust the House and the 
‘noble Lord opposite will believe that I 
do so in no contentious spirit and with 
no view of fault finding, but with the 


2F 








The 


object simply and solely of affording the 
First Lord an opportunity of giving some 
information on the matters to which 
these Questions refer, on which I think 
it would be very desirable if your Lord- 
ships and the public had some further 
information. 
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>’ In the first instance, I wish to draw 
attention to the Home Fleet. The noble 
Lord, in his Memorandum to which I 
have called attention, told us in February 
last that the Home Fleet would be con- 
stituted by April of this year. By 
constituted I do not mean to pin the 
noble Lord to having the Home Fleet 
in an absolutely perfect condition. I 
think we have understood from him, 
and it has been stated in another place, 
that the Home Fleet would take some 
considerable time to consolidate, and 
therefore I do not expect to be told that 
that fleet is at present in a perfect con- 
dition. But I do ask that we may 
be told what the exact position is at the 
present time. With a view of strength- 
ing the Home Fleet, with a view, I think, 
almost of creating the Nore part of the 
Home Fleet, your Lordships will re- 
member that six battleships and six 
first-class cruisers were withdrawn from 
the Mediterranean, the Atlantic, and the 
Channel Fleets ; and we were told a short 
time ago that six battleships, six first- 
class cruisers, a certain number of small 
cruisers, and forty-eight destroyers were 
to be concentrated at the Nore with full 
crews and ready for any emergency at a 
moment’s notice. I would venture to 
ask the noble Lord what is the exact 
condition, not alone of the Home Fleet as 
a whole, but especially with respect to 
the Fleet at the Nore? I should like 
to ask whether these six battleships and 
six first-class cruisers, the forty-eight 
destroyers, and the second-class cruisers 
are at the present time fully manned with 
their proper crews, or whether to any 
extent they are manned by men who are 
still undergoing their training. 


We are told that in time of war the 
Home Fleet is to be under the orders of 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Channel 
Fleet. I should like to know whether, 
that being so, the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Channel Fleet is to have any control 
and, if so, what control, over the Home 
Fleet in time of peace, because it occurs to 


Earl Cawdor. 


{LORDS} 
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me there may be some difficulties in the 
Commander-in-Chief taking up the com- 
mand of a Fleet and not being very well 
acquainted with the officers commanding 
the ships or with the ships themselves, 
and I should like to know whether the 
Home Fleet is to be an independent 
command or a command subordinate 
to the Commander-in-Chief of the 


Channel Fleet. 


There is one other Question I should 
like to ask under this head arising out of 
an Answer given a few days ago in 
another place. The Secretary to the 
Admiralty was questioned with respect 
to gun practice and also with respect to 
the amount of ammunition to be issued 
to the Home Fleet. He was asked 
whether the amount of ammunition 
issued to the Home Fleet would be the 
same as that issued to the other Fleets 
in active service, and his reply was, 
“No.” I hope we may tempt the noble 
Lord to give us a little more detailed 
information. I should like to-know, not 
alone whether the amount of ammunition 
issued to the Home Fleet is to be less than 
that issued to the other Fleets in commis- 
sion, but more especially on what footing 
the Fleet at the Nore, which we are told 
is to be our foremost fighting Fleet, 
is to be dealt with in reference to the 
important item of ammunition. 


I come next to a statement made by 
the noble Lord in his Memorandum on 
the Navy Estimates with respect to 
vessels unavailable owing to the need 
for repairs in the years 1904 and 1907. 
The noble Lord pointed out the greater 
efficiency that had taken place in respect 
to repairs and the general condition of the 
Fleet since the introduction of — the 
nucleus crew system. The nucleus crew 
system, so far as I am aware, came 
into active operation in the early part 
of 1905. During the year 1904, as far 
as my information goes, there was a 
very considerable outlay in repairs, 
in some cases clearly for the purpose of 
bringing up the vessels that were then in 
reserve so that they should be fit to be 
taken charge of by the nucleus crews 


and worked under the nucleus crew 
system. Therefore I suggest to the 


noble Lord that a comparison should be 
given to your Lordships as between 
the year 1905, when the nucleus crew 
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system was started, and the year at 
which we have at present arrived. 
That would give us a fairer Estimate 


than the estimate between 1904 and | 


1907. I do not know what the reason 
was for selecting the year 1904. 


*THE FIRST LORD or tue ADMIR- | 


ALTY (Lord TweepmoutnH): It was 


selected because it was just before the | 


new plan of nucleus crews came out. 


Eart CAWDOR: At all events, we | 


should like to know the comparison 
between the years I have named. There 
is one other point with respect to this 
statement—it is that the numbers of the 


ships compared in each class are not | 
For instance, | 


the same in the two years. 
the battleships in 1904 were sixty in 


number; in 1907 they were fifty-one. | 
Armoured cruisers were twenty-four in | 
number in 1904; they were twenty-eight | 


in 1907. Unarmoured cruisers 
eighty-four in number in 1904; they 
were seventy-six in 1907. The number 
of destroyers in 1904 was 110 and in 
1907, 148. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: One hundred | 


and forty-three. 


Ear CAWDOR: 


Lord’s pardon—143. Therefore, there 


was a substantial increase in armoured | 


vessels and destroyers, and a substantial 
decrease in battleships and unarmoured 


cruisers in 1907, as compared with the | 
It occurs to me | 
that that may to some extent diminish | 


figures given for 1904. 


the value of the statement made, and 
that it would be better if we had a like 
number of vessels compared in the two 
years taken for the purpose of comparison. 
That affects merely the repairs of vessels 


in order to make them available; but, | 
with respect to repairs generally, we | 
understand that there have been con- | 
siderable reductions in the staffs at the | 


various dockyards, and I ask the noble 
Lord if he can tell us whether, looking 
to these reductions, the Board of Admir- 
alty are now quite satisfied that the staff 
andthe arrangements at all the dockyards, 
both at home and abroad, are sufficient 
and efficient for keeping the vessels of 
the Fleets in a proper and satisfactory 
state of repair. I ask this question 


{1 May 1907} 


were | 


I beg the noble | 
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| because it is impossible not to know that 
there are murmurs in some quarters, and 
| statements have been made, that these 
vessels are not in repair. I have no 
knowledge on the point myself, but the 
statements have been made so often and 
so repeatedly by those who ought to 
know that I hope the noble Lord will be 
able to give us a definite statement with 
regard to that matter. 


Nuvy. 


Then I come to the question of the 
nucleus crew system, and I do not for a 
moment wish to put that system on the 
noble Lord’s shoulders more than he has 
put it upon his own shoulders by adopt- 
ing it. We are anxious to know how the 
system is progressing. I should like to 
know whether the experience of the 
Admiralty in the last two years has led 
| them to believe that under that system 
vessels are being properly manned, and 
are able properly to maintain their speed. 
| I should like to know whether any reports 
have been received on that subject bear- 
ing especially on the nucleus crew system, 
and, if so, how far they have been satis- 
factory in their statements in that respect. 


I now come to the last Question I have 
on the Paper, with respect to dockyard 
accommodation, both at home and 
| abroad, for vessels of the “‘ Dreadnought ” 
and “ Invincible ” classes. Your Lord- 
‘ships will be well aware that the in- 
creased size of these vessels makes the 
ordinary docks in many instances useless 
for the purpose of their repair. We 
have had also put before us very clearly 
that this Fleet at the Nore is to be in the 
front rank of our fighting Fleets for the 
defence of our shores. We are told that 
its manceuvring and practising ground is 
to be the North Sea. I should like to 
| know what accommodation there is, not 
‘only at home and abroad for all the 
Fleets so far as vessels of these two 
classes are concerned, but more especially 
how it is proposed to deal with these 
vessels when they are concentrated at 
'the Nore. The question is one of 
| vital importance. We have been told 
| by the noble Lord himself, and the state- 
/ment has been made in another place, 
| that in a very few years, I think by 
1909, we shall have a good many of these 
vessels in commission ; and that, assume 
| ing that many of them may be concen- 





‘trated at the Nore, it is sbsolutely 
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essential that there should be proper | vital importance. 
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It is absolutely im- 


docking accommodation for those vessels | portant that you should select the proper 


within reasonable reach. It does not 
very much matter how many docks 
there are, but the important point 
is whether those docks are, and to 
what extent they are, really available, 
and conveniently available, for the various 


branches of the Fleet, not alone in time | 
of peace, but more important still for | 


I should | 


those vessels in time of war. 
like to know whether there is any satis- 
factory accommodation for those vessels 


in the United Kingdom at the present | 
time, apart from Portsmouth and Devon- | 


port. I have been told that the accom- 
modation at Portsmouth was not found 
to be as satisfactory as had been ex- 
pected. I do not know how far the 


noble Lord will be able to contradict | 


that, or to give us any definite details in 
regard to it. There is satisfactory ac- 
commodation to a certain extent for the 
vessels at Keyham, and, I believe, at 
Devonport. But, my Lords, imagine the 
position of a Fleet made up of “ Dread- 
nought ” battleships and of the “ In- 
vincible ” class of first-class cruisers 
in the North Sea in time of war with no 


satisfactory base for repairs nearer than | 


Devonport. That is a most serious 


question, and one which I am sure must | 


have pressed itself very much on my 


noble friend ; and I am perfectly certain | 


that he and the Board of Admiralty, 
over whom he so ably presides, must have 
it very strongly in their minds. I would 
ask the noble Lord, if he could, to tell 
us what is being done in order to supply 
that accommodation. 


There is, of course, Rosyth. I believe 


it was stated in another place that | 


Rosyth had had a very chequered career ; 
it has been under 
considerable time. 


estimated cost of supplying what was 
thought necessary was then £10,000,000. 
In August, 1905, an Estimate was pre- 


pared showing an outlay of £2,300,000 | 


for Rosyth, but I find that in the Esti- 
mates for this year the only Vote taken 
is a sum of £10,000. Now you cannot 
build dry docks for ‘“ Invincibles ” 
or vessels of the ‘“ Dreadnought” type 
for £10,000. I would press this matter 
strongly on the noble Lord. It is one of 
Earl Cawdor. 


consideration for a | 
It was first seriously | 
considered in 1900, and I believe the | 


| base, and, having selected it, it is equally 
important that no time should be lost. 
| Assuming that Rosyth or some other 
| place on that coast is selected, how many 
| years would it take to provide the neces- 
| sary accommodation ? I am told that 
it would take from eight to nine years, 
and in three years or two years we may 
have six or eight of these vessels, many 
of them quartered in the North Sea, 
and no place available in time of war 
for docking or repairing them, unless 
they pass through the Channel—a danger- 
ous course to take, I imagine, in time of 
war—in order to get to Portsmouth, and 
possibly to Devonport. I hope the noble 
Lord will be able to give us satisfactory 
information on this point, and as to the 
| provision to be made for the two classes of 
vessels to which I have referred, so that 
the country may feel assured that proper 
steps are being taken to supply the 
accommodation as quickly as may be. I 
beg to ask the Questions standing in 
my name. 





Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, Lord 
| Cawdor’s observations in reference to re- 
| pairs affords an opportunity for calling 
attention to the Returns of casualties to 
ships, annually presented to Parliament. 
Commencing with the year 1901, and deal- 
ing only with battleships and crusiers, 
casualties were very few. In 1905 the 
increase was serious. In all cases blame 
was attributable. The Return for 1906 
has not yet been presented. We have 
lost a battleship. It is a matter of com- 
mon knowledge that serious casualties 
have occurred, especially among battle- 
ships. As might have been expected, 
casualties have always been numerous in 
the torpedo flotilla. In many cases 
blame was attributable. The ships of the 
| British Navy are, as a rule, navigated and 
| handled with consummate skill. The 
recent manceuvres off Lagos Bay, under 
the direction of Sir Arthur Wilson, were 
carried out by all concerned in a manner 
which redounds to the credit of the 
British Navy. Casualties, however, have, 
of late, been numerous. They call for 
a remedy. I venture to submit that the 
| course of instruction for junior officers 
|in pilotage and navigation should be 
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extended, and that more small vessels 
should be attached to the school for 
practical exercises, under the direction 
of experienced officers. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
perhaps it will be convenient if, before 
dealing with the Questions asked by Lord 
Cawdor, I say a word or two upon Lord 
Brassey’s remarks. In the first place, 
I think the noble Lord a little exaggerated 
the average groundings which have taken 
place. Itis quite true that 1905 was a very 
bad year; there were forty-one cases of 
grounding ; but last year there were only 
twenty-eight groundings. From the year 
1887 there has been a gradual decrease 
in the number of groundings on the 
whole. They were as high as 47 in 
1887, but in no year since, except the one 
year, have they reached forty. They 
fell last year to twenty-eight. It is im- 
possible to escape an occasional grounding. 

So far as the practice of destroyers is 
concerned, I think the men in them would 








not receive a really good training unless 
they worked in the dark at night, and 
these conditions of going at high speed on | 
dark nights must necessarily sometimes | 
lead to regrettable incidents. That was | 
very well illustrated the other day in the | 
accident that occurred to the “ Ariel”’ | 
at Malta. There is no doubt whatever | 
that the commander of that boat suffered | 
because he was blinded by the electric | 
searchlight from the harbour. It is| 
only due to the commander of that boat 
to express great admiration for the way he | 
saved his crew after the accident occurred. 


Lord Brassey next found fault with the | 
amount of attention that is paid to 
navigation instruction. It is true that up | 
to 1903 the instruction in navigation was | 
extremely casual. The young man who | 
went in for navigation was allowed to 
become a navigator without thorough in- 
struction. Volunteers were taken, and 
their instruction was most desultory. 
They were accepted as volunteers with- 
out having more training than they could | 
get as midshipmen or at the Naval College 
at Greenwich on their examination for 
lieutenancies, and after three years they 
were allowed to act as navigating officers 
of small ships and then allowed to qualify 
as navigating officers of big ships. But 
that was all changed in 1903. A naviga- 
tion school was then established on board 
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the ‘‘ Mercury,” under Captain Oliver, and 
a tribute is due to the work which Captain 
Oliver has done. Very good instruction is 
now given to young men who come out as 
navigating officers. The‘ Dryad”’ is now 
the vessel, with two tenders attached, the 
“Harrier” and the“ Plucky.” My noble 
friend has suggested that the number of 
these small vessels should be increased. I 
would like.to point out to the noble Lord 
that the destroyer flotilla is more or less at 
the disposal of the captain of the “ Dryad,” 
and that he does use some of the destroyers 
for the purpose of instructing officers 
under his charge. 


A great deal more attention is now 
paid to teaching navigation. Navigat- 
ing lieutenants and torpedo and gunnery 
lieutenants are treated in very much 
the same way; the Admiralty take 
navigating officers from men who 
volunteer for that particular work, and a 
preference is given to those young men 
who, as sub-lieutenants, qualify for pilot- 
age certificates. Then the selected can- 
didates are sent to the navigation school 
at Portsmouth—the “ Dryad” now—and 
there they have to go through a course of 
ninety days. They then act as assistants 


| to navigating officers in large ships, and 


they must obtain a certificate from the 
navigating officer of a large ship before 


| they themselves can undertake any such 


responsibility as the navigating of ships 
They have this further obligation impos +d 
upon them, that they have to pass the 
examination for first-cliss ships after 
three years service as navigating lieuten- 
ante before they can be appointed to 
navigate big ships. 


In making a comparison of the number 
of groundings and accidents year by year 
the difference in the vessels now and in 
past years must be considered. The 
immense increase in the size, the increased 
complexity of machinery, and the much 
higher speeds, all make the risks greater. 
I think the result is to show that the 
navigation of our ships is better than it 
was twenty or twenty-five years ago. 
The effect of the navigation school at 
Portsmouth will be more apparent when 
the men who attend it become navigators 
in the service. Of course the senior 
officers in the service never had the 
training in navigation which modern offi- 
cers are able to obtain, and, therefore, 
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except by experience, they are not as 
qualified as I hope the officers of the future 
will be. 

I now come to the Questions on the 
Paper, and I hope I shall be able 
to give adequate Answers. It must 
be remembered that the Home Fleet 
is still in a state of development. 
We do not pretend that it is com- 
plete or that it will remain as it is now 
constituted. The Admiralty retain 
their complete freedom to modify the 
constitution of this Fleet and particularly 
the Nore Division ; the intention being to 
maintain this particular part of the Fleet 
at a strength consistent with the stra- 
tegical needs of the moment. 


The present constitution of the Home 
Fleet is as follows: There is a division of 
six battleships—the ‘“ Dreadnought,” the 
“ Bulwark,” the “ London,” the “ Magni- 
ficent,” the “ Majestic,” and the “ Vic- 
torious.” The noble Earl said there were 
several greater ships either launched and 
now finished, or laid down. Those ships 
will no doubt take the place of other ships 
which now are in the Home Fleet. The 
Cruiser Squadron consists of six first- 
class armoured cruisers. One of these, 
the “ Warrior,” will join the Fleet during 
the present month. These are all 
stationed at the Nore. All these twelve 
ships have full complements. Then we 
have four flotillas of destroyers of twelve 
boats each in full commission. They are 
based at the Nore and Dover or Portland 
with the necessary pirent ships, scouts, 
and so forth. Further than that, we have 
at each of the home ports twenty-five 
d»stroyers in commission, each of which 
has four-fifths of its full crew; and 
they, too, have their proper provision of 
parent ships and scouts. All the remain- 
ing efficient modern battleships and 
cruisers are in the other two home ports. 
Portsmouth has four battleships and 
twelve cruisers. Devonport has three 
battleships and ten cruisers. They are 
in commission znd they all have, as 
nucleus crews, three-fifths of their full 
complement on board. 


Then there are a certain number of 
older vessels which are not so fully man- 
ned. They are seven ‘‘ Royal Sovereigns,” 


two “ Niles,’ two ‘“ Centurions,” one 
“Renown,” six “ Edgars,” and _ five 
“Latonas.” They are’ not fully 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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manned, but they are maintained in 
an efficient condition for special ser- 
There is a special crew of about 
seventy men in each of these ships, 
I believe that in a certain number 
of them, which are termed leading ships, 
the crew either is now or will be kept at 
100. These ships have sufficient crews 


‘to keep their machinery in thorough 


order. In this category of ships there are 
also one battleship and three cruisers 
which are employed as tenders to the 
gunnery and torpedo schools. These 
four ships have a very considerable com- 
plement. The men on _ board are 
thoroughly efficient in torpedo and gun- 
nery work, because they have to carry 
out the instruction of both officers and 
men. 


Some exception has been taken to the 
proportion of younger untrained men on 
board the ships at the Nore. Your Lord- 
ships need have no apprehension that 
these ships are not sufliciently and well 
manned. It is true that about one- 
seventh of the crews are yovng men who 
are now going through their training, but 
there is a full complement of the higher 
and skilled ratings on board these ships, 
and the number is quite sufficient to do 
the daily work. I would remind the 
House that these ships at the Nore are in 
a far better condition with regard to man- 
ning than the old Channel Fleet, which 
was the great striking force of the Navy 
in those days, used to be. The former 
practice was to change one-fourth of the 
crews of the Channel Fleet every six 
months, and therefore the whole of the 
crews were completely changed every two 
years. That practice has been stopped, 
and all the higher ratings, the more 
important men, are kept permanently on 
board these ships. 


I will give your Lordships an interesting 
comparison. I have recently received a 
report relating to the condition of the 
eight principal German battleships, which 
are kept in the fullest state of prepara- 
tion. I am informed that one-third of 
the crews of these first-class battleships 
are recruits, one-third are two years 
service men, and one-third are long 
service men. I am also told that these 
German ships go to sea on the average 
eight days a month, or twenty-five days 
In the quarter ended 
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31st March this year, they had 314 sea| Chief wishes to have them for the pur- 


days, and on many occasions that they 


poses of drill or anything of that sort he 


were at sea they passed the night in port. | has to apply to the Admiralty for them, 


Therefore, I think the ships at the Nore 
compare favourably with these eight 
German battleships both in regard to 
their crews and their sea time. 


With regard to the second Question. I 
can assure the noble Earl that there was 
no sort of arriére pensée in taking the 
dates 1904 and 1907. I was abroad at 
the time I was preparing that Statement, 
and I took 1904 simply because it was the 
date just before the nucleus crew system 
was introduced. The percentages the 
noble Earl asks for are as follows :—Of 
fifty-eight battleships at the end of 
January, 1905, nineteen were unavail- 
able owing to need for repairs, or 
33 per cent. ; and of fifty-one battleships 
at the end of January, 1907, eight 
were so unavailable, or 16 per cent. Of 
twenty-four armoured cruisers at the end 
of January, 1905, six were unavailable, or 
25 per cent. ; and of twenty-eight vessels 
at the end of January, 1907, seven were 
unavailable, or 25 per cent. Of eighty- 
four unarmoured vessels at the end of 
January, 1905, twenty-four were un- 
available, or 28} per cent. ; and of seventy- 
six unarmoured vessels at the end of 
January, 1907, seventeen were unavail- 
able, or 22} per cent. Of 128 destroyers 
at the end of January, 1905, thirty-six 
were unavailable, or 28 per cent. ; and of 
143 destroyers at the end of January, 
1907, twenty-nine were unavailable, or 
19 percent. The year 1905 is better than 
the year 1904, but still the year 1907 is 
considerably better than the year 1905. 
I now pass to the next Question. 


Eart CAWDOR: Before the noble 
Lord passes away from the Home Fleet 
there are two other Questions I put to 
him—one with regard to the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Channel Fleet, and the 
other as to the ammunition supplied 
to the Fleet at the Nore. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: As to the 
Commander-in-Chief in time of war, it 
is perfectly true that the Commander-in- 


Chief of the Channel Fleet, as senior | 


officer, will take command of the whole 
Fleet. The arrangement that has been 


made with regard to destroyers and | 


cruisers is that when the Commander-in- 


and the destroyers are put at his disposal. 
The same thing applies to the cruiser 
squadron at the Nore, which is put 
at the disposal of the Commander- 
in-Chief, at the discretion of the Ad- 
miralty,’ when he asks for it, so that 
he will have considerable opportunities 
of carrying on maneuvres with the 
assistance of those additions to the 
Fleet. With regard. to the amount 
of ammunition issued to the Home 
Fleet, it is the same as that issued to 
fleets abroad; the amount of ammuni- 
tion allowed per annum for exercise to the 
Home Fleet is thirteen-sixteenths of that 
allowed to other Fleets, and is composed 
three-fourths of ,practice ammunition 
and the rest of live shell. 


Kart CAWDOR: Does that apply to 
the Fleet at the Nore ? 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Yes. Coming 
to the question of the dockyards, as a 
matter of fact in the whole of the dock- 
yards we employ at this moment, I 
think, 100 more men than when I took 
office. We have altogether 27,878 men, 
and, so far as I am able to judge, that 
number is sufficient to keep up the re- 
pairs, which are being efficiently attended 
to. I think I may fairly say that the 
staff in the dockyards is on the whole 
sufficient and efficient for the work they 
have to do, both in construction and in 
repairs. Of course we have from time 
to time to make special arrangements. 


' For instance we have had two ships in 


hand lately which required to be quickly 
dealt with—the “Commonwealth” and 
the “* Dominion ”’—and we have added a 
certain number of men to their staff 
to deal with those ships quickly and 
satisfactorily. 


With regard to the docks available 
for big ships, I think on the whole we 


'may say that we are in a pretty satis- 


factory condition, and certainly we are 
far ahead of the other nations of the 
world with regard to dock accommo- 
dation. At this moment we have thirteen 


‘Government dockyards in this country 


and abroad that will take ‘“ Dread- 
noughts ”—at Portsmouth, one deck ; 
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at Devonport, four; at Gibraltar, 
two; at Malta, three; at Bermuda, | 
one; at Hong-kong, one; and at 
Simon’s Bay, one. The dock at 
Halifax would also take a ‘“ Dread- 


nought,” but that dock is now out of the 
Admiralty’s hands, the Canadian Gov- 
ernment having taken it over. We shall 
have very shortly a dock that will take 
a “ Dreadnought ” and an “ Invincible” at 
Haulbowline. We are lengthening the 
dock there now. For the “ Invincible” 
class we have more docks—at Chatham, 
one; at Portsmouth, three; at Devon- 
port, three ; at Gibraltar, one ; at Malta, 
two; at Bermuda, one; at Hong-kong, 
one; at Simon’s Bay, one; the docks 
at Halifax, Colombo, and Sydney will 
also take “ Invincibles,” though, of course, 
none of these three docks are under 
Admiralty control. 


Coming to the question of Rosyth, I 
believe it is absolutely necessary to 
have on the East Coast a dock which 
will take our big ships. I am not pre- 
pared to say off-hand what is the best 
place for it, but we must have one. The 
present plan which is being considered 
for Rosyth is a dock and a basin. I 
think myself that everything points 
towards Rosyth being the place chosen, 
but I will not say so for certain. We 
have, however, already spent a good 
deal of money on Rosyth, both on 
experimental works and on the water 
supply from the local authority. The 
Board, both under myself and under 
my predecessors, have made very careful 
inquiries about Rosyth, and what has 
now been decided is to draw up complete 
plans for a dock and a basin, which will 
in due course be submitted. All these 
water constructions, however, are ex- 
ceedingly speculative, and my experience 
on the Harbour Accommodation Com- 
mittee whilst I was a Member of the House 
of Commons has taught me that fre- 
quently the money is literally thrown 
into the sea. So I think we are bound 
to consider this matter very thoroughly, 


and to be very certain indeed before | 


we embark upon it that this is the best 


place from every point of view—from | 


the strategical point of view and from 


the point of view of convenience for the | 


works. 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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| As to private yards, I only make 
out that there are five possible docks 
in private yards which would take a 
“ Dreadnought,” and four of these are 
'on the west coast, one at Birkenhead, 
one at Liverpool, and two at Southamp- 
ton. As to the other, at Hebburn on 
the Tyne, I believe it might be possible 
to squeeze a “ Dreadnought” into that, 
but it is extremely doubtful, and | 
am inclined to say that if the “ Dread- 
nought” were a crippled ship it would be 
almost impossible for her to get into that 
dock at all. So I think I may fairly say 
that we have not got a dock on the 
east coast at all which would take a 
* Dreadnought.” We must, therefore, 
give our best consideration to the par- 
ticular place for a new dock, and I hope 
that before next year’s Estimates are 
brought forward, a decision will be 
arrived at, and that we shall be able to 
make some more definite announcement. 


Lorp JOICEY: I should like to ask 
whether that is the dock which has 
recently been finished. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It is. I 
think it has got 263 feet on the sills, 
and it is a very nice thing to get the 
“ Dreadnought” into that. I think I 
have answered the Questions that the 
noble Earl has addressed to me. I have 
endeavoured to speak perfectly frankly, 
and I have not tried to hide anything 
from the House. I can only say I hope 
that the policy we have adopted is one 
which will be for the benefit of the Navy 
and of the country. 


Eart CAWDOR: I should like to 
thank the noble Lord for his full and 
courteous answer, but there are two or 
three points I did not quite understand. 
I gathered that out of the forty-eight 
destroyers which we had understoed 
were to be concentrated at the Nore 
with the rest of the Fleet, twelve are 
based on Portland. Surely they can 
hardly be considered part of the Nore 
Fleet if they are based on Portland ? 


| *Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The twelve 
_ships I spoke of are the Nore Division of 
the Home Fleet. The destroyers are 
‘all in the Home Fleet. 
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Earp CAWDOR: Jn his M>morandum, 
the noble Lord stated that— 


{1 May 


“These twelve ships, together with forty- 
eight destroyers with full crews, some small 
cruisers, and the requisite auxiliaries will be 
concentrated at the Nore.” 


It is not said that these forty-eight 
destroyers are scattered throughout the 
Home Fleet, but that they are to be 
concentrated with full crews at the 
Nore. How is it, then, that twelve are 
to be based on Portland? The noble 
Lord has given us a comparison between 
the number of partially-trained men in 
the Nore Fleet and that in the Channel 
Fleet of past years; but what I should 
like to have known was, not thow it 
compared with the Channel Fleet of 
years ago, but how it compared with 
the Channel Fleet of to-day, and with 
the Mediterranean and Atlantic Fleets, 
because we are told that the Nore 
Fleet is to be constantly ready for any 
emergency. There is another point. 
The noble Lord did not tell us whether 
the Admiralty were satisfied that the 
system of nucleus crews had resulted 
favourably as regards the repairs to the | 
vessels which are maintained by nucleus 
crews and not in repairing dockyards. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The whole 
of the forty-eight destroyers are to be 
based on the Nore; those at present at 
Portland are available for training with 
Lord Charles Beresford’s Fleet. What 
we believe is that the repairs are very 
well kept up in the nucleus crew 
ships, and that those repairs have been 
greatly helped by the engine-room arti- 
ficers on board the ships, the number 
of whom has been increased. 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 
I was very glad to learn from the noble 
Lord the First Lord of the Admiralty 
that he requires no arguments to convince 
him of the necessity of a repairing dock 
on the east coast ; but I am sorry to find 
that he does not attempt to follow that 
up by asking in another place for a large 
Vote of money. He merely asks for 
£10,000 to ascertain the geology of the 
neighbourhood of Rosyth, which might 
easily have been done before. The 
noble Lord cannot act upon that report | 





|for the 
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unless he gets a Vote passed in another 
place in time, and therefore any attempt 
at actual work at Rosyth is put off 
until April of next year. It takes a great 
many years to build docks; it is a pity, 
therefore, to lose time. Portsmouth 
represents the work of centuries, and yet 
we have only one dock there big enough 
to take a “ Dreadnought.” We have gone 
rather far in scooping out Portsmouth ; 
we have scooped out so much mud 
that we have increased the strength 
of the tide, and these immense vessels 
are rendered unhandy in consequence. 
I would suggest that the next time the 
opinion of experts is taken on dock 
accommodation at Portsmouth, it should 
be considered whether the widening of 
the mouth of the harbour, so as to lessen 
the currents and tides, should not be 
undertaken. I note with satisfaction 
that the Government is going to build 
another dock at Haulbowline, for by so 
doing it is greatly strengthening the 


| arguments against any approach to Home 


Rule. I should, however, have been 
still more pleased if a dock had been 
commenced on the East Coast. I was 
glad to hear that the six battleships, 
six cruisers, and forty-eight destroyers 
are in a better state than I thought, 
but I hope that the proportion of one- 
seventh of partially trained men in their 
crews will be eliminated or further 
reduced in vessels which are put in the 
front rank. It is rather a small Fleet 
work it will have to under- 
take, and there is a risk that if one or two 
of the ships are out of repair, the Fleet 
may be overpowered before other vessels 
could come to its assistance. I know 
the value of giving our Admirals large 
fleets to manceuvre, but it may be 
paid for too dearly if the North Sea 
and the Channel are stripped of vessels 
for the purpose of manceuvres at a dis- 
tance from our shores. I therefore sug- 
gest the strengthening of the Home Fleet. 
I had intended saying more in this dis- 
cussion, but as I find that the First 
Lord is converted to the necessity of a 
dock on the east coast I shall not trouble 
the House further. 


*THe Eart or HARDWICKE: I 
should like to ask whether the nucleus 
crews merely look after the engines and 
other machinery on board ship, or 
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whether they are ney: trained like | the wonderful new developments of 
other crews ? - gk ;, | machines are properly taken care of: 


*Lorpv, TWEEDMOUTH: All the 
nucleus crews in the ships which go to sea 
are trained. Only the Reserve ships 
have the smaller nucleus crews, and they 
remain in harbour, and only their 
machinery and so forth is kept ready and 
cleaned. 


Lorp LEITH or FYVIE: My Lords, 
the reductions that have been made in 
the dockyards since 1904 must have 
materially diminished the ability to carry 
out repairs. The reductions for the 
period 1904-7 represent 22 per cent. of 
the actual employés in the dockyards, 
and, in considering this question, it would 
be very useful to know whether those 
reductions were in the dockyards used 
for construction or in the dockyards that 
were to be generally used for repairs in 
time of war. The dockyards as they are 
at present are not ready even for our 
Fleets when they come home from 
manceuvres. You hear from captains 
and officers that ships are laid up and 
repairs are not taken in hand because 
they cannot be. The policy of nucleus 
ships and nucleus crews is undoubtedly 
an admirable one if carried out as it was 
theoretically intended to be, namely, 
that you should have in the nucleus crew 
a large proportion of capable, well-trained 
men both as gunners and in the engine 
room. But, unfortunately, the evidence 
of the ships as they go to sea is that they 
are not perfectly ready for war, that 
they are not ready to run full speed at 
once. Our ships are repaired to a point 
at which it is well understood they are not 
ready for war. With the best intentions 
on the part of the First Lord, I feel 
that we do not get the information which 
would enable us to judge whether the 
Navy is being kept up to date or not. 
We can only get it from our admirals 
when they test the Fleets fully up to war 
manceuvres; but, unfortunately, our 
admirals must obey orders and are not 
there to criticise. What we require to 
have is a system which will give us com- 
parative details as to whether our Navy 
is being kept up to date, and whether 

The Earl of Hardwicke, 





With regard to strategy, we are now told 
for the first time that the Lords of the 
Admiralty are not rigidly bound to the 
size of the Home Fleet as it was originally 
outlined, and that they keep themselves 
free to increase or decrease it as they 
please. That, undoubtedly, must be the 
case. I do not see how the Lords of the 
Admiralty could do otherwise when they 
have no docking arrangements to fall 
back upon in the North Sea. The Fleet 
must pursue the old fighting policy of 
Nelson of attacking the enemy in their 


|own ports, and cannot act as a Fleet of 


| 





defence. That may be a reason for the 
uncertainty and inconsistency in regard 
to expenditure on docks on the cast 
coast. But if the Government propose 
to have a dock on the east coast at all, 
surely £10,000, which they have put on 
the Estimate, is quite inadequate for the 
purpose. It shows that no practical 
sense is being applied to the matter. 


STANDING ORDERS OF THE HOUSE. 
Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, the 


noble Marquess who leads the House has 
asked me to express his regret that an 
important engagement keeps him else- 
where, and has requested me to move for 
him the Resolution standing on the Paper. 
I understand that its terms are approved 
of by the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
Opposition and that the Motion is not 
opposed. I therefore beg to move. 


Moved, “* To amend the reference to the 
Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into the Standing Orders of the House 
which relate to order in debate, and to 
report what alterations, if any, 
sirable in those Standing Orders, by add- 
ing the following words ; ‘ and to inquire 
into the practice hitherto followed in the 
case of Peers who may have sat and voted 
without taking the oath, and to report 
what alterations, if any, it would be de- 
sirable to make in such 


(Earl Beauchamp.) 


are de- 


practice.’ ””— 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
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Moved, That the Lords following be | 
named of the Committee, viz. :— 


L. Chancellor. K. Cawdor. 

L. President. (2. E. Camperdown. 
Crewe.) EK. Halsbury. 

L. Privy Seal. (MZ. V. Selby. 
ti pon.) 


L. Balfour. 
D. Devonshire. L. Kenry. (#2. Dun- 
D. Rutland. raven.) 
L. Tweedmouth. 
D. Northumberland. L. Newton. 
L. Burghclere. 
M. Lansdowne. 


E. Onslow. 
—(Earl Beauchamp.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at a Quarter 
before Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 1st May, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing 
to indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. Emmorrt, the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, proceeded to the 
Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair 


as Deputy Speaker, pursuant to the) 


Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Southend Waterworks Company ; to 
extend their limits for the supply of 
water ; to authorise the transfer to them 
of the water undertakings of the Urban 
District Council of Leigh-on-Sea and the 


Rural District Council of Billericay ; to. 
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raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes.” [Southend Water Bill [Lords]. ] 


Southend Water Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time ; Referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Chudleigh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1501) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. ,j 
Petitions in favour: From Kames ; 
Partick ; and, Stirling; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LONDON MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS 
(HOURS OF POLL) BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BIJ.L. 
Petition against : From [ttle Grands- 
den; and, Nuneaton; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MUNICIPAL MILK DEPOTS BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 


Petitions for legislation: From Bed- 
wellty ; Pembroke; and, Stepney; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH OFFICERS BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (REGULATIONS AS 
TO FOOD) BILL. 


Petition from$Wandsworth, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 


Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom with 
Foreign Countries and British Possessions 
for 1906. Volume I. [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 

BOBBINITE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee on Bobbinite ; 
Minutes of Evidence [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES. 

Return presented, relative 
[ordered 22nd November, 1906; 
Claude Hay]; to lie upon the Table. 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) | 
[SALARIES]. 





thereto 
Mr. 
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Fund, and out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of any salaries, com- 
pensation, and other expenses, that may 
be incurred in pursuance of any Act of the 
present Session to encourage the forma- 
tion of Small Agricultural Holdings in 
Scotland, and of authorising the payment 
of an annual grant for the purposes of such 
Act (King’s Recommendation signified), 
to-morrow.—(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Reports, dc. 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL 
OFFENDERS (SCOTLAND). 
Return ordered, “‘ showing, for each 
Summary Criminal Court in Scotland, 
the number of Children and Young 
Persons under sixteen who were _pro- 
ceeded against for Crimes and Offences 
during 1906, and showing what steps 
were taken to deal with Children and 
Young Persons in Court separately from 


Committee to consider of authorising | adult prisoners, in the following form, 
the payment out of the Consolidated | viz.— 





j | 
{ 


Dealt with as under. 





Imprisoned. 





Partially paid during imprisonment. 


under 16 years proceeded against in Court. 


| 





| Total number of Children and Young Persons 


Number of whom previously convieted. 


Total. u.| F. |rotal 








Population of area (Census 1901.) 


Paid before imprisonment. 
Imprisonment in default. 


10 days and under. 
Over 10 days. 





M.| F. 


| Court. 


Fined. | 


issed although proved (Section 


Convicted and continued toa definite date | 


ourt separately from adult 
and by which method this is carried out. 


11 Offenders Act, 1901). 






Section 488, Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
Whether Chil ren or Young Persons under 16 years 




















eee 


—(Mr. Gulland.) 
WEST INDIAN SUGAR TRADE. 
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Islands and British Guiana in each of the 


Return ordered, “showing (a) Pro-| years 1900-5, so far as this can be 
duction of Cane Sugar in the West India ' stated— 





1902. 1903. 





Colony. 1900. 1901. 
Trinidad - - - 
Jamaica - - 3 
&e. &e. - - 





Total - - 
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§45 Questions. 


(b) Total exports of Cane Sugar of 
domestic production from the above- 
mentioned Colonies in each year, dis- 
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tinguishing exports to the United King- 
dom, the United States of America, and 
Canada— 4 


Questions. 





Total exports to. 1900. 


1901. 


1902. | 1903. 1904. 1905. 








United Kingdom - - 
United States of America 


Canada - - - 


Other Destinations 


Total - . 














(c) Changes in the Customs rates of 
duty imposed on Sugar in the United 
Kingdom, the United States of America, 
and Canada, in the same period.” —(Sir 


Edward Sassoon.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Salary of Chief Medical Offi:ser of the 
Post Office. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he will explain why the salary of the chief 
medical officer of the Post Office has been 
raised from a maximum of £1,090 per 
annum, with an allowance of £100 per 
annum, to a salary of £1,200 per annum, 
seeing that before the Select Committee 
on Post Office wages the chief medical 
officer admitted that he received salaries 
from two other institutions for medical 
attendance. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
salary of the chief medical officer has been 
raised because it was considered that as 
it formerly stood it did not afford ade- 
quate remuneration for the duties of the 
post. A proposal for this increase was 
first made to the Treasury in 1903. It 
was renewed and agreed to in February, 
1906. I understand that when the 
chief medical officer was appointed to his 
present post he received permission to 
continue to hold the two appointments , 


referred to, which do not interfere with 
the performance of his official duties. 


Central Telegraph Office Administration. 

Mr. BOWERMAN (Deptford) : To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he has 
decided that the duties of examining 
telegraph messages, now performed by 
overseers and senior telegraphists in the 
Contral Telegraph Office, are to be per- 
formed by women; whether he is aware 
that, before the Select Committee, official 
witnesses claimed that these duties were 
of so superior a character as_ to 
differentiate the work of the general body 
of operators from the senior telegraphists ; 
whether he will explain the reason for 
making alterations affecting the position 
of the male staff, after the evidence given 
before a Select Committee of this House, 
and before the presentation of its Rw 
port; and, whether he is aware that 
such actions cause a feeling of distrust of 
the administration throughout the ser- 
vice. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
No such proposal would be considered 
pending the issue of the Report of the 
Select Committee. I do not see, there- 
fore, how any “ feeling of distrust of the 
a lministration throughout the service * 
can have been caused by actions which 
have not been taken. 


Appointments to Home Office 
Messengerships. 


Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Home Department how many 


(Juestions. 


have been made since January, 1906; 
and what was the occupation of the in- 
dividual men prior to appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Since January, 1906, two such appoint- 
ments have been made. One of the men | 
appointed had just left the Royal Horse 
Artillery, after twelve years 
and the other the Royal Engineers, in 
which he had served between five and 


service, 


six years. 


Sinking Fund for Redemption of Irish 
Land Stock. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) : 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
any other sinking fund is applicable for 
the redemption of Irish land stock, ex- | 
cept the amounts arising from payment 
of annuities due for purchase of Irish 
land; and, if not, whether he will make 
provision for the application of such 
additional sums as will raise the quotation 
of land stock to a parity, with, say, Con- 
sols, 23 (1905 issue), now quoted 913, so 
that the next issue of stock will be at such 
a price as will not exhaust the small 


To ask 


remaining surplus of the development | 


{COMMONS} 


ap- | 
pointments to permanent messengerships | 
| 22 per cent. stock is derived partly from 
‘the purchase annuities (Section 36 (2) of 
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(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The sink. 
ing fund for redemption of guaranteed 


(Juestions. 


the Irish Land Act, 1903), partly from the 
Guarantee Fund (Section 36 (6)), and 
partly from the Vote for the Irish Land 
Jommission (Section 47 (2)). If the ob- 
ject proposed by the hon. Member be to 
apply to this purpose a portion of the 


sinking fund moneys which are by law 


made applicable to the redemption of the 
National Debt, I fear that such a course 
would not be practicable. 


4 


Irish Intermediate Education. 

Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the num- 
ber of schools that obtained grants under 
the Intermediate Education (Ireland) 
Acts in each year from 1900 to 1906; 
also the number of students who pre- 
sented themselves for the examinations 
of the Intermediate Education Board and 
the number who passed in each of these 
years. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The par- 











grant. |ticulars are as follows :— 

r : fe _ | Number of students | ,, lilies 

Year. a —— ven sone who presented them- — — 
rat obtained giants. | elves for examination | I . 
= a = eke i Sore 

1900 363 7,608 5,314 
1901 ; 362 8,117 5,332 
1902 , “a 268 8,379 | 4,938 
1903 262 7,909 | 4,910 
1904 ; . | 275 8,530 5,398 
1905 5 | 288 9,677 6,665 
1906 | 306 10,967 6,906 
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= Mr. KETTLE: To ask the Secretary | (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Total 
iteed to the Treasury what was the total | amount of School Grant paid :— 
from amount of the school grant paid by the £ s & 

2) of Intermediate Education Board (Ireland) 1903 - - 57,482 12 5 
n the to managers of Irish secondary schools 1904 - -59,293 4 8 

and in the years 1903, 1904, 1905, and 1906 1905 - - 53,453 7 6 
z respectively ; and what was the rate 1906 - - 53,310 15 3 
uand ° ‘<: * 

a of payment ‘for each successful pupil in| Rate of payment di School Grant for 
bed each of these years. each successful pupil :— 
ye to 

the 1903. 1904. 1905. | 1906. 
law | 
the ae ee | 
urse g 8: a. £ as. @. £ « € er 

Pass pupils : | | 
Preparatory grade. | 5 16 0 59 0 | 316 0 3 3 0 
Junior grade . ‘ 8 14 0 8 3 6 > 14 0 6 6 0 
ask 
ieu- Middle grade . P 17 8 O le <0 LY. 3* *@ y 3 @ 
um- | 

“a Senior grade . 26 2 0 24 10 6 17 2 0; 14 3 6 
nd) Honour pupils : 

(06 ; | | 

pre- Junior grade . ‘ 13 1 0 iz ss | @H @] +s 8 

ions 

and Middle grade . > ss 2410 6 | 17 2 0 14 3 6 

bess Senior grade. «| 39 3 0 36 15 9) 2513 0 | 2 5 8 
} | 








Excise) Act, 1890, in each year from 
1900 to 1906; and also the total income 
of the Board in each of those years. 


Mr. KETTLE: To ask the Secretary | 
yar to the Treasury if he will state the in- 
come derived by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board (Ireland) under Section 3 
of The Local Taxation (Customs and| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) :— 








Income derived under 
Section 3 of The Local 








" Year. ‘Taxation (Customs and Total Income of Board. 
| Excise) Act, 1890. 
£ 8 d. S » 2 
1900 a 71,400 2 5 104,444 7 7 
190. 64,730 16 2 98,173 7 115 
1902. “ij 56,583 14 10 90,393 7 2.) 
1903. , 59,430 14 0 | 93,511 16 2 
1904. | 56,156 3 4 | 90,003 13 0, +3 
1905 P 50,385 6 10 | 184,362 8 10 
_]| 196 ~~. i 48,255 19 6 | 83,079 19 6 
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Irish Land Commission Staff. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, when 
the number of first-class clerks employed 
in the Land Commission was reduced by 
the transfer of two to staff posts of a 
different designation from that of first- 
class clerk, the offices of these two clerks 
were abolished; and whether he can 
state what is the rank of the officers now 
occupying the positions formerly held 
by those first-class clerks. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The two 
first-class clerks referred to in the Ques- 
tion as appointed to staff posts were and 
are still attached to the Church Property 


Department, and they discharge, along | 


with other duties, the duties upon which 
they were previously engaged. The 
change in their official designation did 
not involve the transfer of their duties 
to other clerks. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state, in view of the fact 
that there are third-class clerks in the 
Land Commission Offices at present in 
receipt of a larger salary than the initial 
salary of a second-class clerk, while 
rising to the same maximum salary as 
the second-class and by the same annual 
increment, under what circumstances 
are promotions made from third-class 
to second-class clerkships in this Depart- 
ment; and whether one of the second- 
class clerks in the Land Commission is in 
receipt of a salary which is greater than 
the maximum salary of a first-class 
clerk in that Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The line 
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duty pay so assigned varies. In one 
instance a second-class clerk, who was 
called to the Bar in 1898, and had long 
and special training in the Examiners’ 
Department, was placed in charge of the 
Vesting Department under the Estates 
Commissioners and was awarded duty pay 
which, with his salary, brought his 
annual emoluments above the maximum 
salary of a first-class clerk. This officer, 
though classified as a second-class clerk, 
does not discharge duties properly assign - 
able to such a clerk. 








| Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
| tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
| whether the number of 121 clerks assigned 
| by the Treasury to the Land Commission 
in January, 1892, when this Department 
| was organised on a permanent basis, has 
‘since that time been increased to 372, 
| principally by the addition of junior 
| Second Division clerks and abstractors ; 
whether he will consider the advisability, 
| in the interests of the public service, of the 
| Treasury instituting an inquiry into the 
| working of this Department with the 
| object of amalgamating, as far as possible, 
‘the various classes of clerks in these 
offices, and arranging the clerical staff on 
a properly graduated scale such as is 
adopted in the other Government Depart- 
ments. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) As regards 
the first part of the Question, I would 
refer the hon. Member to my Answer 
to his former Question of 19th March, in 
which full details are given.¢ The duties 
discharged by the staff of the Land 
Commission are extremely varied. Many 
| of the posts reauire professional qualifica- 
tions and training for their proper dis- 
charge, while others are purely clerical ; 














of demarcation between the second and | end many of the latter posts can be well 
third-class clerks has been removed in| filled by junior clerks, boy clerks, and 
the interests of the third-class, and,| abstractors. It would not be possible to 
subject to certain limitations prescribed | amalgamate the various classes of clerks 
by the Treasury, the members of the! in the manner suggested. I am _ not 
third-class may by increment reach the aware of any reason for suggesting to 
maximum salary of the second-class. Pro- | the Treasury that an inquiry in the 
motions from the third-class are made by | matter should be held. 

the Land Commissioners, who pay regard | 

to efficiency and seniarity. Special P®Y! we. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
has been assigned from time to ees tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
to second-class clerks by reason of the ieee fe cen wake what wes the 
character and importance of the duties | 
discharged by them. The amount of the | 








t See (4) Debates, clxxi , 639. 
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necessity for the appointment of eight 
legal clerks to the Land Commission at 
salaries of £350 and £200 per annum ; 
what is the legal nature of their duties ; 
by whom were these duties performed 
before the creation of these appointments ; 
and are similar duties being satisfactorily 
performed at present by other officials 
not enjoying the salary or the title of 
legal clerks. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The em- 
ployment of the eight clerks referred to, 
tive of whom are designated conveyancing 
clerks and three legal clerks, was rendered 
necessary by the great increase of the 
business in the Examiners’ and Vesting 
Departments of the Land Commission 
arising under the Act of 1903. The duties 
include the vouching of titles, the vesting 
and conveyancing of holdings, and other 
work requiring legal training. A con- 
siderable portion of the work assigned to 
these officers was formerly discharged 
by assistant examiners, who are not now 
employed, and the duties are not similar 
in character to those assigned to ordinary 
clerks at a lower salary. These appoint- 
ments are temporary, and seven of the 
holders are barristers or solicitors. 


Prohibition of Meeting of the United 
Irish League, Clooney Branch. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
why the meeting of the Clooney branch 
of the United Irish League, county Clare, 
was prohibited on 21st April. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It 


was 


proposed to hold the meeting on a! 


grazing farm, the occupier of which has 
been subjected to intimidation. The 
police warned the promoters that the 
meeting would not be permitted on the 
farm or in its vicinity, and it was then 
decided to hold the meeting at Spancil 
Hill, about two milesaway. The meeting 
at the latter place was not interfered with. 


Payment of Kerry Union Medical 

cers. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the salaries paid to medical 
doctors in each of the six unions in Kerry 
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in 1897, the amount credited to each 
union in the Agricultural Grant in respect 
of those salaries, the salaries paid in each 
union in the year 1906, the amount con- 
tributed from the Local Taxation Account 
towards those salaries, the total amount 
contributed in each union from the 
Agricultural Grant and the Local Taxa- 
tion Account towards medical doctors’ 
salaries in each union, and the balance in 
each union which has to be borne by the 
rates. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The salaries 
paid to medical officers in the unions of the 
county Kerry for the years ended March, 
1897, and March, 1906, are as follows— 


Year Year 
1897. 1906. 
£ £ 
Caherciveen - - - 440 514 
Dingle - - - 540 552 
Kenmare - - - 440 440 
Killarney - - - 703 730 
Listowel - - - 600 722 
Tralee - - . 755 785 


One-half of the amounts in the first 
column was recouped from the Parlia- 
mentary Grant. Of the sums of £730 
and £785 given in the second column, 
one-half was in each case recouped from 
the Local Taxation Account, and in the 
remaining cases the amount recouped was 
a little less than one-half, owing to the 
limitation imposed by Section 6 (1) of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1902. 
In the year ended March, 1906, the follow- 
ing additional payments were made for 
remuneration of substitutes for medical 
officers who were absent on vacation, and 
recoupment of one-half of these amounts 
was allowed under Section 5 (1) of the 
Act of 1902— 


£m dd: 
Caherciveen - <» 43° 9° 6 
Dingle - - = 8 (80 
Kenmare - - 50 8 0 
Killarney . - 29 0 0 
Listowel - - - 134 8 0 
Tralee - - - 100 16 O 


The balance remaining in all the cases 
referred to above was defrayed out of 
the rates. It may be added that no 
portion of the Agricultural Grant is 
directly pavable to relieve any specific 
union charge, but is applied in aid of the 





rates on agricultural land generally. 
2G 
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Suggested Appointment of an Irish 
Travelling Veterinary Inspector. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, &.): 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is in- | 


tended to appoint a travelling veterinary 
inspector for Ireland ; and, if so, whether 
the Department of Agriculture intends 


that the appointment shall be made by | 


examination or by nomination, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to 
refer to the Answer which I gave to the 
similar Question of the hon. Member for 
Waterford on 17th April.j The ordinary 
transit inspection staff is to be increased 
by one inspector. The appointment 
is to be made by nomination from 
among the existing staff of veterinary 
inspectors, and is subject to a qualifying 
examination by the Civil Service Com- 
missioners. 


Disturbance at Residence of 
Mr. William Tomb, County Kerry. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the 25th of March last 
the dwelling house of Mr. William Tomb, 
of Upperlands, county Derry, was wrecked 
by men returning from a meeting of the 
Ancient Order of Hibernians; whether 
any persons have been made amenable 
to justice for this act; and, if not, will 
he direct that steps be taken to have the 
perpetrators proceeded against for this 
offence. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A prosecu- 
tion kas been instituted against seven 
persons in connection with this matter. 
The case is sub judice. 


Salaries of Irish National School 
Teachers. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that principal teachers in Irish 
national schools appointed for the first 
time since Ist April, 1900, and to schools 
with an average attendance of less than 
seventy, are paid a lower annual salary, 
by £9 in the case of men and by £7 10s. 
in the case of lady teachers, than they 
would receive after having given the 
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same length of service as first assistants ; 


_ and what steps he proposes to take in this 


matter. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, under 
the present rules, a newly appointed 
principal teacher must give fifteen years 
efficient service as principal before his 
salary becomes equal to that which he 
would have received as a first assistant 
of only nine years service; and what 
steps he proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that in the case 
of an assistant teacher of five years 
service on becoming a principal the salary 
is fixed at £9 per annum more than if he 
had given the same term of service as a 
principal teacher; and what steps he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birre:l.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that, as a rule, principal teachers 
appointed for the first time since 1900, 
who had not served before that year 
as assistant teachers, rank in the third 
grade on appointment, and are paid at 
the rate of that grade. Assistant teachers 
are as a rule paid at the rate laid down 
for third grade teachers, but under the 
provisions of the fourth Schedule to 
The Irish Education Act, 1892, certain 
assistant teachers of five years standing 
are eligible for a bonus from the school 
grant of £9 per annum in the case of men, 
and £7 10s. per annum in the case of 
women. No similar bonus is provided 
for principals under the Schedule to the 
Act. Third grade principal teachers in 
schools with an average of thirty pupils 
are, however, eligible for promotion to 
the second grade with the corresponding 
emolument, and in schools with an 
average of fifty but under seventy to 
the second division of first grade, with the 
emoluments of that grade. On the 
other hand assistant teachers, no matter 
what the size of the school may be, or 
the length of their service, are generally 
not eligible for promotion beyond the 
third grade. Principal teachers ap- 
pointed since 1900, who had previously 

|; served as assistant teachers, receive as a 
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rule initial incomes as principals equal| Assistant Clerks (New Class) in the 
to their former incomes as assistants and | Statistical Department of His 
Majesty’s Customs. 


in some cases higher incomes. A prin- cepiid pesic ER ; 
cipal teacher appointed since 1900, with Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
no previous service as assistant, would, To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
in ordinary course of advancement, have | OW many men of the new class of 
a salary of £97 per annum after fifteen | #Ssistant clerks are now employed in the 
years service in addition to the residual | Statistical Department of His Majesty’s 
capitation grant of about £7 10s. if Customs; how many ee eligible by 
serving in a small school of thirty pupils. service for promotion to Second Division 
An assistant master after nine years clerkships > how cepa promotions have 
service would have only £86 per annum, been made in the Statistical Office during 
including bonus under the Irish Education | he past two years and the past twelve 
Act of 1892, with or without residual | ™onths respectively ; and will he state 
' if promotions in this office are less fre- 


grant, as the average attendance might rag ae nae Tae iia 
artments. 
warrant. As T have already stated | WU?" Man in other departmen 


in the House, I should be glad to see 
some improvement in the position of the 
teachers generally, and I will continue 
to give the matter every consideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 127 of 
the assistant clerks (new class) are em- 
ployed in the Statistical Office, of whom 
sixty-three have sufficient service to 
render them eligible for promotion. 
Imports of Cattle and Fresh Meat from There have not been any promotions of 

Argentina and United States. assistant clerks (new class) in the Statis- 

Srr_ WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- tical Office to Second Division or port 
smith): To ask the hon. Member for clerkships. The promotions in different 
South Somerset, as representing the | departments depend upon the circum- 
President of the Board of Agriculture, | stances of the respective departments. 
if he will state the number of cattle 
intended for slaughter from the United yajye of Foreign Manutactured Articles 
States of America and the i a for Government Departments. 
amounts of fresh beef from the United, wr. T. R. BETHELL (Essex, Mal- 
States and Argentina imported int¢} don): To ask the Secretary to the 
England in 1906; and what proportion Treasury what was the value of manu- 
of the total amount of the beef con-  factured articles obtained from abroad 
sumed in England does this amount | for the several Government Depart- 
represent. ments for each year from 1893 to 1906, 
inclusive. 


‘Sir Edward Strachey.) The number 

of cattle imported from the United . 
States into the United Kingdom in 1906 | 2°. information to enable me to answer 
was 398,887, representing approximately | this Question other than that contained 
“| in the Return annually moved for by the 


2.650.000 cwts, of beef. The total im- | : 
sles of baat Sat Ge 1906 from the hon. Member for Central Sheffield. 


United States were 2,426,644 cwts., and | 

from Argentina 2,795,913. It is not | Naval Pensions—Case of Joseph Mullen. 
possible to calculate the consumption| Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
of meat in England separately, but, |To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
adopting the estimates made by a Com- | whether his attention has been called to 
mittee of the Royal Statistical Society | the case of Joseph Mullen, No. 197,680, 
and accepted by the Royal Commission | lately serving as an able seaman on 
on the Supply of Food and Raw Material | H.M.S. “ Diamond,” who was invalided 
in Time of War, the total consumption | from the Royal Navy on 19th October, 
of beef in the United Kingdom in 1906 | 1905, and given a pension for eighteen 
Was approximately 1,100,000 tons. Of| months at the rate of £9 18s. a year ; 
this total the supply from the United | whether he is aware that this man is 
States and Argentina would amount to | now dying of consumption in Longford ; 
and will he direct that such additional 


2G 2 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I have 


| 
| 


36 per cent. 
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pension will be granted to him as will 
maintain him for the short period of life 
yet before him. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Mullen was not invalided for consumption, 
but for another disease not attributable 
to the service. He was awarded a tem- 
porary pension for eighteen months, 
which is the full amount allowable from 
naval funds in his case. His service has 
been too short to render him eligible for 
anything but a small temporary pension 
from the funds of Greenwich Hospital, 
and he is only eligible for that if he is 
suffering from the same disability as that 
for which he was invalided. Mullen will 
be medically examined and his case will 
be then considered. 


Richmond Park—Repair of Road from 
Richmond Hill to Kingston Gates. 
Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston): To 

ask the First Commissioner of Works 

when the improvement of the road 
through Richmond Park from Richmond 

Hill Gate to Kingston Gate was com- 

menced ; 

completed and the road be again opened 
for public use. 


(Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) The 
work was commenced on 2Ist February, 
and the road will be opened at the end of 
next week, probably the 11th May. 


Ecclesiastical Incomes and Income-Tax. 
Captain BALFOUR (Middlesex, 
Hornsey): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether incumbents of the 
Church of England, whose income is 
under £2,000 per annum, and is paid by 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners from 
dividends arising out of stock held in 
trust for the benefice, can claim the 
abatement of 3d. in the pound on earned 
incomes ; and whether they can claim 
the same abatement under Schedule A. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The 
Answer to the hon. and gallant Member’s 
Question, if my proposals are accepted 
by Parliament, is in the affirmative. 


Government Officials as Representing the 
Zemindars of Sind on the Bombay 
Council. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 

To ask the Secretary of State for India 
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whether, when the zemindars of Sind 
were allowed to send one elected member 
to the Bombay Council, it was provided 
that no Government official should be 
allowed to stand as their candidate ; 
whether he is aware that some officials 
are candidates this year; and whether 
he will call the attention of the Bombay 
Government to this breach of the regu- 
lations. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Answer to the first part is, so far as] 
am aware, in the negative. No such 
provision is contained in the regulations 
framed under the Indian Councils Act of 
1892. This being so, I have no reason to 
think that any breach of the regulations 
has been committed in this respect. 


Report of the Benares and Behar Opium 
Agents. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will place in the Library of the House 
a copy of the Reports of the Benares and 
Behar opium agents for the last year 
available, and of the orders of the Board 
of Revenue and of the Government 
thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Morley.) 
The Reports of the opium agents are incor- 
porated in the Board of Revenue’s Report 
and are not separately published. The 
Board’s Report is no longer reviewed by 
the Bengal Government. I will see that 
a copy of the Board’s Report for 1905-6 
is placed in the Library of the House. 


Soldiers and Enforcement of Support 
of their Families. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that Thomas Sonden, at present 
serving in Aldershot, who was stationed at 
Templemore in December, 1887, deserted 
his child, now living with her grand- 


, mother, in a destitute condition in Long- 


ford; whether there exist any Army 
regulations to compel men like Sonden to 
contribute to the support of their chil- 
dren; and, if so, will steps be taken in 
this case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
A General Officer Commanding-in-Chief 
has power, under the Army Act, to en- 


| force stoppages from the pay of a serving 
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soldier for his child’s support. 
Member should refer the case to the 
General Officer Commanding-in-Chief, 
Aldershot, giving full particulars, includ- 
ing the man’s regiment and regimental 
number. 


Questions. 


Salaries of Surveyors for Engineer 
Services. 

Mr. CAVE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the question of 
the salaries of the surveyors and assistant- 
surveyors of the staff for engineer services 
has now been fully considered, and with 
what result, or when a decision on the 
subject may be expected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The question is still under consideration, 
and it is not practicable at present to say 
when a decision may be expected. 


Unrest in Egypt. 

Caprain FABER (Hampshire, Andover) : 
To ask the Prime Minister, whether, in 
the opinion of his advisers, there is any 
connection between the unrest in Egypt 
and that in Lahore, in the latter place the 
unrest having been caused by travelling 
political agitators. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 


man.) The Answer is in the negative. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
H.M.S. “ Antrim.” 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty if the high-tensile steel botuom plates 
of H.M.S. “Antrim” and any other 
ships which have been affected with 
extensive pittings and oxidation were of 
British manufacture ; and whether the 
plates were subjected to the usual Admir- 
alty test. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 


ALTY (Mr. Epmunp  Rospertson, 
Dundee): All the high-tensile steel 


bottom plates of the “ Antrim,” and of 
all other ships in the Navy, have been 
of British manufacture, and were subjected 
to the usual Admiralty tests. 


Mr. HUNT: Has the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman been called to the 


{1 May 1907} 
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Government contractors for Keyham 


| Harbour wrote that under the present 


changed conditions, Government con- 
tractors could buy anchors, machinery, 
and a hundred and one other things made 
of foreign material from foreign firms ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Notice 


should be given of that Question. 


Mr. HUNT: May Iask if anything 
except stone can now be provided by 
Government contractors for anything to 
do with the British Navy ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order, 


order ! 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Under what 
Government was the contract for this 
ship made ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Under 
the late Government I believe. 


H.M.S. “ Argyll.” 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
with reference to the extensive pitting 
and oxidation of the bottom plates of the 
new armoured cruiser, H.M.S. ** Antrim,” 
whether any reports as to signs of oxida- 
tion and pitting were received at or 
prior to the time the ship was taken 
over from the contractors in 1905; and 
whether he can state if H.M.S. “ Argyll” 
and any other ships are similarly affected. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
“ Antrim” was dry docked immediately 
prior to acceptance from contractors, and 
at that time no oxidation or pitting 
existed in the bottom plating for the 
vessel. A certain amount of pitting and 
oxidation has been found in the bottom 
plating of the “Argyll” and_ other 
vessels, but to a much less extent than in 
the case of the “ Antrim.” 


The Coastguard. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N. W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty how many coastguard 
men are affected by the closing during 
the last twelve months of twenty-four 
stations and seventeen detachments. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : One 


hundred and sixty men. 








863 (Questions. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON: Are 


these men still in the coastguard service ! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Yes, 
they are employed to fill vacancies. 


Coastguard Inquiry. 
Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : IT beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
who are the gentlemen forming the inter- 


departmental Committee which is consider- | 


ing the present’position of the coastguard 
stations; what is the reference to the 
Committee ; and when their Report may 
be expected. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
Conference was composed of officials 
representating the Admiralty, the Irish 
and Scottish Offices, the Board of Customs 
and the Board of Trade. 
formal reference, but the subjects for 
discussion were outlined in an Admiralty 
letter laid before the Conference. 
Report has been received, but has not yet 
been considered. When it has been 
considered, further information will be 
given. 


Dockyard Staff. 

Captain FABER (Hampshire, 
Andover) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he can state the 
number of men now employed at each of 
the following places: Pembroke Dock, 
Portsmouth, Devonport, and Chatham, 


compared with the same date in 1905 ; | 
and whether the staff at Devonport is | 


sufficiently large to deal with the present 
naval requirements. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The | 


numbers are as follows :— 


1995 1907 

22nd April). (20th April). | 
Portsmouth - 10,132 8,698 
Devonport - - 8,926 7,901 
Chatham - - 8,838 6,829 
Pembroke Dock - 2,735 1,972 


The reductions since 1%05 were prac- 
tically completed before the present Board 
came into office. If the hon. Member's 


Question was suggested by an article | 
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| Mr. 
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‘no foundation for the report that Devon- 
port Dockyard cannot cope with the work 
required of it ; and I may add that the 
Admiral Superintendent wholly repudi- 

| ates the statements attributed to him. 


Sandhurst College Cadets. 

Sir PHILIP) MAGNUS (London 
University): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, having regard 
to the fact that about 100 gentlemen 
cadets were passed out from the Royal 
Military College, Sandhurst, last De- 
cember for commissions in the infantry, 
none of whom have as yet been gazetted, 
that their military education is mean- 
while at a standstill, and their unem- 
ployment for upwards of four months is 
causing inconvenience to their parents 
and guardians, he is prepared to make a 
statement as to when they are likely to 
| be appointed to their regiments. 
| Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (Mr. HALpANe, Haddington) : It 
'is hoped that the whole of the batch of 
cadets mentioned will, with the exception 
of those who prefer to wait for vacancies 
in special regiments, be gazetted on 
Friday or Tuesday next. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
j/ham): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
| aware that this delay in gazetting young 
| officers from Sandhurst has occurred very 
| frequently of the last few years, and in 
view of the shortage cf junior officers 
which it is generally agreed exists, will 
steps to get them gazetted 


|he take 
| earlier ? 
| 
| Mr. HALDANE: There is no  in- 
'tentional delay, but there are not always 
| vacancies. 


| Bulford Camp—The Scots Greys. 

Captain FABER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
sufficient accommodation exists at Bulford 
camp for the married establishment of 
the Scots Greys regiment ; and, if not, 
where the married establishment will 
be quartered. 





HALDANE: Suttficient hut ac- 
commodation at Bulford for the whole ot 
the married establishment of the Scots 


which appeared in the Press on Monday, | Greys exists, but is not at present all 


I desire to take this opportunity of stat- 
ing emphatically that there is absolutely 


available for them. Part of the families 
will be temporarily accommodated in the 
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new married quarters at Tidworth aad 
will be gradually moved into Bulford 
according as the work, now in hand, of 
altering the huts is completed. While at 
Tidworth the families will receive 
separation allowance. 


Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War how many more men will 
be dismissed from Woolwich during the 
present financial year. 


Mr. HALDANE: This Question was 
put to me only two days ago, and I then 
explained very fully why it is not possible 
for me at present to give a definite 
Answer. t 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: When may the 


House expect an Answer ? 


Mr. HALDANE: As soon as we can 
settle the very complicated questions 
involved. 


Labour Recruiting in British Central 
rica. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any proposal 
has been made by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment for the removal of the embargo on 
recruiting in British Central Africa: and 
whether, in fact, any such embargo at 
present exists. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY oF 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): As I 
informed my hon. friend, in reply to the 
Question which he asked on the 10th of 
April, the recruiting season in the British 
Central Africa Protectorate for the 
Transvaal mines commences on the Ist 
of July; recruitment, however, cannot 
begin without the consent of the Secre- 
tary of State, and that consent has not 
as yet been given; in that sense an 
embargo exists; no proposal for its 
removal has been made by the Transvaal 
Government. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
Is it the intention to put an embargo on ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: One at present 
exists. 


t See Cols. 525-7. 
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Asiatics in British Columbia. 

Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Lieutenant-Governor of 
British Columbia reserved the Royal 
Assent last week to an Immigration Bill 
designed to keep Asiatics out of that 
Colony ; and, if so, whether the Colonial 
Office has confirmed the Lieutenant- 
Governor’s action in this behalf, or 
whether the Royal Assent has been 
accorded. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have no infor- 
mation on the subject of the Bill referred 
to, but I may remind the hon. Member 
that the decision in the case of Acts of 
the Provincial Legislatures rests not with 
the Secretary of State but with the 
Governor-General acting on the advice of 
his Ministers. 


Newfoundland. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: T beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
when it is probable that Papers dealing 
with Newfoundland will be laid. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I can only refer 
the hon. Member to the reply which I 
gave on the 18th February to the hon. 
Member for Mid Armagh? and to add that 
the appeal mentioned in that reply is 
still undecided. 


Nairobi Incident. 

Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : On behalf of the hon. Member 
for the Kingston Division of Surrey, I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is now 
prep:red to lay upon the Table the Papers 
relating to the Nairobi incident ; and, if 
not, when Papers will be laid upon the 


Table. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I regret that I 
cannot fix a date at present. The report 
of the trial only reached the Colonial 
Office yesterday. 


Emigration to Canada. 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that, in a 
circular issued by the Emigrants’ Infor- 
mation Office, intending emigrants to 
Canada are informed that if they travel 
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to Canada as steerage passengers they of compensation to the owners of British 


will be required, on arrival, either to 
produce a vaccination certificate or to 
submit to vaccination or to compulsory 
detention for observation in a quarantine 
station, while if they travel otherwise 
than by steerage no such requirements 
will be made; and whether this is a 
correcte statement of the Canadian regu- 
lations on the subject. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The statement 
in question is substantially correct, though 
the words “ Passengers other than steer- 
age are not examined ” might be qualified 
by adding the words “ as a rule.” 


Turkish Customs. 

Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the British Ambassador to the Porte has 
signed the protocol by which the Powers 
agree to the increase of the Turkish 
customs duties from 8 to 11 per cent. for 
a period of seven years ; whether he pro- 
poses to lay such Papers, if any, as may 
properly be made public; and, if so, 
when such Papers will be forthcoming. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- 
bury ; for Sir Epwarp Grey): The 
Answer to the first two parts of the 
Question is in the affirmative. Papers are 
in course of preparation, and will be laid 
at the earliest possible date. 


Great Britain and Russia, and Persia. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 


the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ; 


whether any agreement has been arrived 
at between His Majesty’s Government 
and that of Russia in relation to Persia. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Nothing can be 
added at present to the Answer given to 
the hon. Member for Mid Armagh on 
the 25th of April last, to the effect that 
my right hon. friend is not in a position 
to make any statement as to the nature 
of any negotiations respecting Persia. 


Russo-Japanese War—British 
Shipowners’ Claims. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is now in a position 
to make any statement as to the present 
state of negotiations with the Russian 
Government in reference to the matter 





ships sunk by Russian ships of war dur. 
ing the Russo-Japanese War. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon, 
friend regrets that he is not in a position 
to make any further statement at present. 
The case of the “ Knight Commander” 
is still the subject of negotiations be- 
tween the two Governments. The other 
cases are expected shortly to come before 
the Prize Court at Libau. 


Sugar Duties and the Fruit-Growing 
Industry. 

Mr. SCOTT (Ashton-under-Lyne): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, in declining to remit 
the sugar duties or any portion thereof, 
he has considered the effect of the tax on 
the fruit-growing industry, which the 
Departmental Committee that reported 
two years ago stated to be the only form 
of agriculture that has exhibited any sign 
of progress in recent years ; and whether 
he is aware that the welfare of fruit 
growers is entirely bound up with the 
jam trade, for which sugar at the lowest 
possible price is an article of first necessity. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fife, E.): 
Yes, and | am afraid that the industry to 
which my hon. friend refers is by no means 
the only one which is seriously handi- 
capped by these duties, to the objection- 
able characteristics of which I have always 
been alive. I regret the fact that the 
state of the public finances makes it im- 
possible at the present time to dispense 
with them. 


Vivisection Commission Report. 

Sir PHILIP MAGNUS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can state when the 
Royal Commission on Experiments on 
Living Animals for the purposes of 
Research is likely to report. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GuaD- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): The inquiry is not 
sufficiently advanced to enable an Answer 
to be given to this Question. 


Female Factory Workers in Belfast. 

Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
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that the number of females employed as 
textile workers in Belfast in 18y1 was 
96,617, of whom 8,222 were under twenty 
years of age; that these numbers have 
been augmented since 1891; that the 
total number of females engaged in mills, 
factories, and warehouses is 50,000 at the 
present time; and, if so, whether he 
will consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing a resident lady inspector, in order 
that the health and comfort of these 
workers should receive constant and 
adequate attention. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have not been 
able to verify the figures for 1891 which 
are given in the Question, but the number 
of females employed in textile factories 
in Belfast in 1904 (which is the latest 
year fur which figures are available) is 
roughly computed at a little over 23,000, 
and the number employed in all factories 
at between thirty and forty thousand. 
As I have already stated, an additional 
lady inspector was ‘recently appointed 
for residence during two-thirds of the 
year in Ireland. This inspector resides 
in Belfast and gives special attention to 
the work of that district. Under this 
arrangement Belfast receives a full share 
of the services of the Lady Inspectors’ 
Branch. 
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Registered Packet Regulations. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he will take 
into consideration the expediency of 
abolishing the requirement that ordinary 
packets presented for postal registration 
shall be sealed with wax, seeing that 
the official envelopes for registration are 
exempted from the requirement. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): The hon. Member is under a 
misapprehension in thinking that only 
packets sealed with wax are accepted for 
registration. The rule is that before a 
packet can be accepted for registration it 
must be fastened with wax, gum or other 
adhesive matter. It cannot be accepted 
if merely tied with string. 





Illegal Trawling in Dunnet Bay, 
Caithness. 


Mr. R. L. HARMSWORTH (Caith- 
ness-shire): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
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for Scotland if he can state when a 
Fishery Board cruiser last patrolled 
Dunnet Bay, Caithness; and if he can 
see his way to give instructions that one 
of these cruisers patrols these seas with 
greater constancy than at present to 
prevent the illegal trawling. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stnciair, Forfarshire): No com- 
plaints of illegal trawling have been 
received from Dunnet Bay for some 
time, and consequently no special visit 
has been ordered. The fishery cruisers 
periodically visit the north coast, and care 
will be taken that the part of the coast 
referred to by my hon. friend will not 
be neglected. 


Irish Land Purchase—Fair Rents. 
Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, seeing that 
rents are now being fixed generally with 
a view to subsequent sale and purchase 
by the same parties, will he ask the Irish 
Land Commission to require in all future 
fair-rent cases the capital value of the 
respective interests of landlords and of 
tenants and the gross capital value to be 
stated on the pink schedule, Form No. 
39 ; and, if there is any objection to this, 

will he ascertain and state what it is. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrre tt, Bristol, N.): The 
Land Commission hold that they have no 
power to do that which is suggested in 
the Question. The first section of the 
Land Law Act of 1896 and the form of 
schedule prescribed in accordance there- 
with show what the law requires to be 
recorded. There is no provision that the 
capital value of the respective interests 
of landlords and tenants should be 
recorded. 


Killna Castle Estate, Westmeath. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have asked Sir Montague Chap- 
man, Bart., of Killna Castle, Westmeath, 
to sell his evicted and untenanted lands 
to them; if so, with what result ; and, 
now that the property belongs to a new 
owner, will they communicate on this 
subject with the present agent, Mr. 
Mason, solicitor, Mullingar. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 


sioners communicated with Sir Montague 
Chapman in July, 1906, upon the subject 


Questions. 


of his untenanted land, but received no | 


reply. The Commissioners are not | 
aware that the property has since 


changed hands, but acting on the sugges- | 


tion in the Question, they have now 
communicated with the solicitor referred 
to. 


Estates Commissioners’ Annual Reports. | 


Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 


Ireland if he can now state when the next 


Annual Report of the Estates Commis- | 


sioners will be issued ; will a dissentient 
Commissioner be allowed to insert in it, 
as in the last Report, paragraphs im- 
pugning the opinion of his colleagues ; 
and what law or precedent is there for 
this practice. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- | 
missioners inform me that the statistics | 


for their Report for the year ending 31st 
March are in course of preparation, but 
they cannot yet state when the Report 
will be ready. I have no reason for 
assuming that there will be any differ- 


ence of opinion among the Commis- | 


sioners as to the terms of their Report, 
but in such a case it is obviously the 
right of any Commissioner to express his 
views on any subject in which he may 
not be in agreement with his colleagues. 


Sligo Lunatic Asylum—Evicted Tenants 
as Pauper Lunatics. 


Mr. P. A. MCHUGH (Sligo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received a communication from the joint 
committee of management of the Sligo 


District Asylum for the Insane informing | 
him that two evicted tenants, Catherine 


Mullen, of Knockadoo, and Catherine 


McDonagh, of Carhownagh, are now | 


detained and supported in that institu- 
tion as pauper lunatics; whether the 
farms from which these women were 
evicted are derelict; and whether the 


Estates Commissioners would be entitled | 


and prepared to intervene, with the 
object of having the evicted farms handed 
over in trust to the representatives of the 
evicted tenants, so that these women may 
no longer be a charge upon the rates and 
may not lose their rights under the pro- 


{COMMONS} 
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| visions of the Land Act of 1903 in regard 
| to evicted tenants. 

Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have received the resolution re- 
ferred to, and a copy has also been sent 
to me. The Commissioners are of 
opinion that the suggestion contained in 

the Question is impracticable. 


| Mr. G. B. Lows Grenagh Estate. 
Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Mid. Cork, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that about three years ago the 
‘estate of George Bond Low, in the 
encumbered Estates Court, and situate 
in the parish of Grenagh, county Cork, 
was offered for sale to the tenants; did 
they agree to purchase, and, if so, on 
what terms ; is he aware that an in- 
spector of the Land Commission was 
sent to value their holdings at the 
request of Mr. Justice Ross and recom- 
mended sales at prices varying from 
twelve and a half to nineteen and four- 
fifth years’ purchase ; is he aware that 
| this valuation was not accepted by Mr. 
| Justice Ross, and the Land Commission 
| Inspector’s report was referred to three 
| Commmissioners for their opinions ; will 
l he state the names of these Commis- 
sioners ; whether they visited the tenants’ 
| holdings, and, if not, on what basis they 
made the calculations they subsequently 
submitted; will he state what the 
recommendations of these Commissioners 
were and whether they were accepted by 
the court; did the majority of the 
tenants accept the court terms, and are 
there four, viz., Patrick Murphy, Denis 
Callaghan, Denis Donovan, and Thomas 
Donovan, who refused them on _ the 
ground that they were in excess of the 
value of the land; is he aware that the 
demand made upon Denis Donovan by 
| the court is seven years purchase in 
excess of the valuation put upon him by 
| the Land Commission Inspector; that 
these men, who refused to purchase, have 
since been writted and harassed and 
intimidatory methods employed to com- 
pel them to purchase on terms which 
they declare would mean ruin to them; 
and will the Estates Commissioners, in 
the exercise of their discretion under the 
Land Act of 1903, declare that this is an 
estate on which intimidatory methods 
and undue pressure have been used 
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ard against the tenants mentioned, and| bands assembled at Elphin and proceeded 
refuse to sanction the advance of the| to Shankill, about one and a-half miles 
purchase money until a_ satisfactory | distant, where a meeting was held and 
Lis- arrangement of this difference between | speeches delivered against the eleven 
re- the court and the tenants who have not | months grazing system. ‘There was 
ent yet purchased is come to. | nothing to show that any members of 
of . ., ., . | the crowd were armed. There are many 
in Mr. BIRRELL : I do not think it S| grazing farms in the district, but the 
possible within the limits of an Answer | crowd did not demonstrate round them. 
to enter into the numerous details of the | Twelve policemen were present at the 
hon. Member’s Question. I have received meeting, and an extra force of nearly 
alf reports from the Land Judge and the | sixty men were held in reserve in case 
eg Land Commission from which it appears their services might be required. The 
rd- that the action taken in the case by | police reported that the speeches were 
is these authorites was taken in the €X- not violent, and that no particular persons 
he ercise of the discretion judicially vested | were denounced. No necessity arose for 
he in them. I may, however, state that) the interference of the police, and it is 
ite twelve of the tenants concerned have | not intended to take any action in the 
“k. purchased their holdings and that the saattee. : 
lid remaining six, including those named in - ; . 
ee the Question, have declined to accept the | Mr. Lt IN SDALE: Was not_ the 
Sa terms offered to them. The Land Judge | object of this demonstration to intimidate 
id ow me — it : - the fact rose certain people ¢ 
the tenants who refused to purchase | . elkiminaan a: oer , 
“ have been harassed and_ intimidated see eae beeen: Brose 
mn — —_— 2 etree aie er re sty, used 
me purchase. These tenants not only de- The : NRT SE pit ae lea 
or clined to purchase, but_ have refused to | ple ens ee ets oven gan 
* pay ~ rent since 7 ign ae ae eee 
of purchase were ofiered to them. n | —_ . . ee Es 
ill ose Ngan ag) Paget Soqgioe: object of the Question is to misre resent 
be should be sued for rent, but ordered | ° i" sities Sa mesg sega gars wie 
te? on Ist March that the proceedings should | Enclish ai “ag , wil san 
vas be stayed if the tenants should pay half | “S'S People ° 
ly a year’s rent at present. As regards the *Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That 
he concluding part of the Question I am) does not arise out of the (Question. 
ve informed that the matter is not one in | 
* which the Estates Commissioners could) (Gaprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
“A interfere, having regard to the fact that | will you not suggest to the hon. Member 
re proceedings are pending under the 40th | he should express his regret for making 
rv Section of the Land Act of 1896. | unfounded charges ? 
“8 Elphin Demonstration. | [No Answer was returned. | 
* Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): T) eels 
~ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | Intimidatory Processions in Roscommon. 
we Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | Mr. LONSDALE : I beg to ask the 
A is aware that on Sunday, 14th April, a} Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
a mob of about 2,500 persons, many of of Ireland whether he is aware that 
A them armed, assembled at Elphin, with | intimidatory processions are being regu- 
ne five bands and demonstrated round the | larly organised in the county of Ros- 
id grazing farms; whether he is aware that | common against the farmers who decline 
“i the object of this demonstration was to to surrender their lands at the bidding 
h intimidate the occupiers of the farms ; | of the United Irish League ; and whether 
: whether he will state how many police | he will state what orders the police 
t. were present on this occasion ; and have received as to dealing with these 
- whether they took or intend to take any | assemblies. 
 Rggeapeealenges Mr. BIRRELL: I am aware that 
1s Mr. BIRRELL: On the occasion in| processions and demonstrations in con- 
od question about 2,500 people with five! nection with the grazing system have 
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taken place in county Roscommon. As 
I have already stated, the police will 
afford full protection to all persons in 
the exercise of their legal rights, and will 
take all necessary steps to bring offenders 
to justice. It would, however, obviously 
be undesirable to publish details of any 
instructions issued to the police for the 
prevention or detection of any particular 
class of offence. 


Ballintubber Demonstration. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
hostile demonstrations have recently been 
held at the farm of a Protestant named 
Payne at Ballintubber; whether the 
police identified a number of the persons 
taking part in these proceedings ; and 
whether it is intended to take action 
against the disturbers of the peace. 


Mr. BIRRELL: On &th April about 
100 persons assembled on Mr. Payne's 
farm and held a meeting there. On 
21st April a meeting was held on the 
public road over a quarter of a mile from 
the farm, but no attempt was made to 
go upon the farm. On this occasion an 
extra force of forty police was present 
with the object of preventing any incur- 
sion upon the farm. The Government 
have been advised that the evidence of 
unlawful acts in connection with the 
first-named occurrence is not sufficient 
to warrant proceedings. The police have 
been instructed to afford full protection 
to the person and property of Mr. Payne. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.) : Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether on 
this occasion intimidatory language was 
used against Mr. Payne ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


Mr. MOORE: Is it not the duty of 
the right hon. Gentleman to have 
knowledge ? 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
Mr. Payne lives several miles from the 
place where this meeting was held ; that 
nobody resides on the farm, and that 
there was not a single head of cattle on 
it at the time ? 


I have no knowledge. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I did not know even 
that. 


{COMMONS} 


&76 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 

right hon. Gentleman say if any carrion 

crows were present on the occasion 1 


Mr. LONSDALE: I desire to ask a 
serious question. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the traders of the 
district have refused to supply this man 
with the necessaries of life ? 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Why not! 
Mr. BIRRELL: No, Sir. I hear that 
also for the first time. 


Irish Land Finance. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, of the 
£31,633,776 estates in the ,|hands of the 
Estates Commissioners on 16th February 
last, there are a sufficient number so far 
advanced as regards title to absorb the 
whole of the £371,628 now lying to the 
credit of the Estates Commissioners and 
bearing no interest ; and, if so, whether 
he will explain the non-payment out 
immediately of this ready money. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners inform me that in all cases 
advances are made as soon as the neces- 
sary preliminary steps have been com. 
pleted. There are, at all times, some 
cases which, though ripe for advances. 
so far as title is concerned, are not ready 
jn other respects; but as soon as a case 
is completed in every respect the advance 
is made. 


CapTaIn CRAIG asked the right hon. 
Gentleman if he would, in the interests 
of both tenants and landlord, press on 
the payment for estates out of the 
£371,628 now in hand and bearing no 
interest ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: Nothing distresses 
me more than the delay that occurs in 
the completion of these matters, and I 
am using even now more than my powers 
to endeavour to accelerate things in 
every possible respect. 


Evicted Tenants—Delays in Settling 
Claims. 


Mr. FLYNN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland in reference to the removal of 
inspectors from one district to another, 
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whether the Commissioners are aware 
that in many cases the files relating to 
evicted tenants’ claims are handed over by 
the outgoing inspector to new men who 
have to begin de novo the investigation of 
estates previously examined and in some 
instances reported on ; is he aware that in 
the union districts of Kanturk and 
Millstreet, County Cork, three inspectors 
have been successively engaged in inquir- 
ing into the question of evicted tenants 
and untenanted lands within the past 
twelve months ; and whether the Com- 
missioners will consider the advisability 
of making more permanent the stay of 
the inspectors in the different districts to 
which they have been appointed. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners are aware that in three instances 
in County Cork it was necessary, owing 
to the promotion or retirement of an 
inspector, to transfer the files of papers 
relating to evicted tenants to another 
inspector. It was unavoidable that some 
inconvenience and delay should be caused 
in these cases, but such a state of things 
is quite exceptional. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the constant changing of inspectors 
materially retards the work of restoring 
these tenants to their holdings ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is most undesir- 
able, | admit, that there should be so 
much delay, but I am afraid that these 
changes are unavoidable. 


Mr. Blennerhasset’s Killorglin Estate. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of [reland whether he is aware 
that decrees have been issued against a 
number of tenants on the Arthur 
Blennerhasset estate, near Killorglin ; 
and, in view of the suggestion already 
made that the Estates Commissioners 
should use their influence to promote a 
settlement of the purchase negotiations, 
can he say whether any, and, if so, what 
action has been taken in the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me _ that they have 
communicated with the solicitors for the 
owner offering their services as conciliators 
under the Lord-Lieutenant’s regulations 
of the 13th February, 1906, and have 


been informed in reply that the owner is | 
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not prepared to give any better terms to 
the tenants on the Killorglin portion of his 
property than those given to the other 
tenants. The solicitors also state that no 
proceedings have been taken against the 
tenants save those that would be taken in 
the ordinary course owing to their not 
having paid the September 1906 rent at 
the usual time, viz, February and March 
1907. In the circumstances the Commis- 
sioners do not consider that they can 
further intervene in the matter. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that processes and executions were issued 
against twenty-five of these tenants for 
rents—a very unusual proceeding ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am told that 
attempts were made to recover rent in 
the ordinary course. 


Irish National School Buildings. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the new 
standard plans and_ specifications for 
national school buildings in Ireland will 
be ready ; and whether he will, in the 
meantime, make public the principles 
which have been agreed upon, and the 
correspondence which has taken place on 
the subject between the National Board, 
the Irish Government, and the Treasury, 
so that the Irish people may have some 
opportunity of considering the matter 
and letting their views be known. 


Mr. BIRRELL: A conference will 
be held as soon as possible between 
representatives of the Commissioners of 
National Education and of the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works in Ireland for 
the purpose of preparing sketch plans 
carrying out the principles which have 
been agreed upon. ‘To work out detailed 
plans similar to chose now in use, to 
lithograph them, and to prepare and 
print the corresponding specification will 
occupy some months, but urgent cases, I 
am informed, could be dealt with by means 
of specially adapted copies of the sketch 
plans to be prepared. The main prin- 
ciples that have peen agreed upon are that 
the floor space to be provided shall be 
ten square feet upon the mean between 
the number in average attendance and 
the number on the rolls, and that there 
is to be a separate room for each adult 
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teacher provided, according to circum- 
stances, by means of movable partitions 
or by the building of actually separate 
rooms. Apart from the general objections 
to publishing inter-departmental corres- 
pondence, I do not think that the 
publication of the letters would give the 
Irish people an opportunity of considering 


the matter, inasmuch as the most 
important of the discussions which 


preceded the settlement arrived at took 
place at personal interviews. 


Drimoleague Dispensary Doctor. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that, in connection 
with the election of a dispensary doctor 
for the Drimoleague district by the 
Skibbereen Board of Guardians, Mr. 
R. O'Driscoll said that the Skibbereen 
union was a disgrace to humanity, and 
that he was ashamed of being a guardian 
of the union, and that Messrs. O'Sullivan 
and Walsh said they hoped the matter 
would come before the Judge at the next 
assizes ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board will direct an inquiry to be 


made as to whether these references had | 


relation to allegations of bribery made 
against some members of the board. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
according to a local newspaper report of 
the proceedings in this matter the three 
guardians referred to made the observa- 
tions attributed to them in the Question. 
The Local Government Board have since 
been requested by two other guardians 
to order a sworn inquiry into the election 
of medical ofticer in view of the allegations 
of bribery and corruption, and have 
intimated their willingness to order an 
inquiry on being furnished with definite 
particulars. 


Sacred Society of Clooney. 

Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hors- 
ham): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that a threatening 
letter was recently received by Mr. H. de 
L. Willis, J.P., agent to Sir Bindon Blood, 
demanding, under pain of an untimely 
death, that he should deal with Cranagha 
farm in the manner dictated by the 
Sacred Society of Clooney ; and whether 
he proposes to prosecute the Sacred 
Society of Clooney for threats to murder. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BIRRELL: It was reported to 
the police that Mr. Willis received an 
anonymous letter to the effect stated in 
the Question. The farm referred to is a 
large grazing farm, and it appears that 
certain persons in the locality are anxious 
to have it distributed. The police have 
no knowledge of any sacred or secret 
society at Clooney, and have no reason 
to believe that any such society exists, 


Alleged Moonlighting in Galway. 

Str BERKELEY SHEFFIELD (Lin. 
colnshire, Brigg): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received police 
information to the effect that Mr. Smith, 
of Colmanstown, county Galway, was 
recently ordered by some neighbouring 
tenants to surrender his farm for distribu- 
tion amongst them ; that, on his refusing 
to do so, they proceeded to intimidate his 
steward, but without effect ; that on 15th 
March a moonlighting gang visited the 
steward’s residence and fired six gunshots 
into his apartments ; will he say whether 
any arrests followed this attack ; and, if 
so, with what result. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed by the 
police authorities that Mr. Smith was 
visited by a deputation, who asked him 
whether he would sell his farm for dis- 
tribution among the neighbouring tenants, 
and he replied in the negative. Subse- 
quently, on the night of 15th March, 
several shots were fired through the 
windows of his steward’s house. The 
police have made every effort to discover 
the offenders, but so far without success. 
No arrests have consequently been made. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): As 
regards this Question, Sir, may I ask you 
whether hon. Members are entitled to 
utilise the Order Book of the House of 
Commons for the purpose of maligning 
and defaming the character of the Irish 


people ! 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Any hon. 
Member who puts down a Question 
makes himself responsible for his belief in 
the facts in the Question. I cannot say 
that this Question is not in order. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
would appeal to you, Sir, to ask the hon. 
and gallant Member to withdraw the 
expression that a Question of this kind is 
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put down by an hon. Member for the 
purpose of maligning and defaming his 
fellow-countrymen. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): I wish to 
know, Sir, whether it is in order for the 
hon. and gallant Member to attribute 
motives to other Members of the House ? 


*\Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : It is not 
in order foran hon. Member to attribute 
motives to other Members of the House. 


Captain DONELAN : I should like to 
ask you, Sir, whether any hon. Member 
of this House honestly believes that these 
Questions are put down for the purpose 
of eliciting information. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That isa 
matter of opinion. It is a fundamental 
rule otf the House that an hon. Member 
must not attribute bad motives to other 
hon. Members. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I would ask 
you, Sir, to request the hon. and gallant 
Member to withdraw the expression that 
these Questions are put down for the 
purpose of maligning and defaming the 
character of the Irish people. It is most 
offensive. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have 
ruled that the expression is out of order, 
and I have no doubt the hon. and gallant 
Member will withdraw it. 


Caprain DONELAN : Out of respect 
fur you, Sir, I will withdraw the expres- 
sion. Jam sorry I have hit hon. Mem- 
bers above the gangway so very hard. 


Lisevine Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. CREAN: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Mid Cork, I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received an application for 
reinstatement from John Barry, of 1, 
Ballinlough Road, Cork, who claims to 
have been evicted from a farm at Lisevine, 
in the parish of Grenagh, county Cork ; 
was the claim of Mr. Barry referred to 
Mr. Macoun, estates inspector, for inquiry 
and report ; did Mr. Macoun wait upon 
the planter, a man named Connell, and 
did the latter offer to give up the holding 
if he were properly compensated or pro- 
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' having regard to all the circumstances of 
this case, will he state what action the 


Estates Commissioners propose to take 
in the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that the application in 
question was investigated by their in- 
spector, who interviewed both the appli- 
cant and the present occupier of the 
holding. The latter intimated that he 
had no intention of giving up the farm. 
The Commissioners have therefore been 
unable to effect Barry’s reinstatement, 
but will reconsider the question of pro- 
viding him with another holding if 
opportunity should offer. 


Mr. M. F. Barry’s Cooldorihy Tenantry. 

Mr. CREAN: On _ behalf of the 
hon. Member for Mid Cork, I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two bodies of tenants on the 
estate of M. F. Barry in lunacy have 
signed agreements to purchase their 
holdings on certain terms ; that there are, 
however, a number of tenants holding 
farms at Cooldorihy, near Macroom, who 
claim to be a separate estate, inasmuch 
as they live in a different part of the 
country from the other purchasing 
tenants, and that therefore they are 
entitled to negotiate independently for 
their own interests; that they have 
submitted proposals for purchase to the 
Registrar in Lunacy through the Receiver, 
Mr. R. M. J. Townsend, and in the 


| alternative of the non-acceptance of these 


proposals they have asked for a special 
inspection by the Estates Commissioners ; 
will he say why these proposals have 
been rejected ; will he state what action 
the Estates Commissioners propose to 
take in the matter; and whether they 
will order an early inspection of the 
holdings of these men, who have been 
threatened with legal proceedings unless 
they pay up their old rents. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The matter of this 
estute is in lunacy under the jurisdiction 
of the Lord Chancellor. The Registrar 
in Lunacy informs me that the tenants 
referred to in the Question have been 
offered terms of purchase identical with 
those recently accepted by the tenants on 
the other portions of the property. The 
Lord Chancellor has been unable to dis- 


vided with another farm elsewhere ; and, | tinguish between the two sets of tenants, 
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or to discover any gcound upon which 
one set should receive more favourable 
terms thanthe other. The terms offered 
are the lowest upon which the Lord 
Chancellor would feel justified in sanction- 
ing a sale. The Estates Commissioners 
do not propose to intervene in the matter 
at the present stage, but they will, when 
inspecting the remainder of the estate, 
also inspect the holdings of these particu- 
lar tenants with the view of considering 
how they should be dealt with. The 
inspection, however, cannot take place 
for some time, seeing that the purchase 
agreements have only recently been 
lodged. 


Gargrie Labourer’s Cottage. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the application of James 
Reilly, of Gargrie, Ballinamuck, who 
made application for a labourer’s cottage 
in that division, was rejected at the 
preliminary hearing by the rural district 
council; and whether he will direct that 
this man’s case be dealt with by the in- 
spector, and inquired into when the 
public inquiry is held. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is the fact that this 
man’s application was rejected by the 
district council. It is open to him to 
attend at the local inquiry and lay his 
case before the inspector. 


Dring Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any application 
for reinstatement as an evicted tenant 
has been received from Mrs. Anne Smyth, 
of Derrycassan, Dring, near Granard, 
who, with her husband and _ thr-e 
children, was evicted from the lands of 
Springtown nearly twenty-seven years 
ago; and whether, as the estate from 
which she was evicted is now being sold 
through the Estates Commissioners, care 
will be taken that this woman’s case will 
receive consideration, with a view to her 
reinstatement. 


Mr. BIRRELL: ‘The Estates Com- 
missioners have received the application 
in question, and have referred it to an 
inspector for inquiry and report. 
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Granard Council and the Irish Pig Trade. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that at the last quarterly meeting of the 
Granard Urban Council a_ resolution 
was passed strongly protesting against 
the present restrictions upon the impor- 
tation of Irish store pigs into Great 
Britain ; and whether he can announce 
when it is proposed to modify or with- 
draw these restrictions. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The regulations to 
which the Question refers were issued by 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. 
I am not aware of any present intention 
on the part of that Board to modify 
the regulations, but upon that point the 
hon. Member should address my hon, 
friend the Member for South Somerset. 


Maconchy Estate Turbary Trustee, 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu. 
tenant of Ireland whether Mr. Michael 
Kiernan, D.C., of Lettergonnell, Ballina- 
muck, has been removed from the position 
of a turbary trustee on the Maconchy 
estate, and, if so, the grounds upon which 
this step has been taken. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that Mr. Kierran was 
one of five turbary trustees originally 
nominated in connection with this estate. 
Mr. Kiernan, however, declined to aet 
except on conditions which were imprac- 
ticable, and he failed to attend a meeting 
to which he was summoned for the con- 
sideration of the matter in dispute. In 
these circumstances the Commissioners 
have agreed to his exclusion from the 
position. 


Longford Estate Duty Grant. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
on 26th March last, the Local Govern- 
ment Board wrote to the Longford 
County Council, intimating to them for 
the first time that their estate duty grant 
of £1,428 14s. 1ld., and a further sum 
of £36 7s. 1d., out of the agricultural 
grant had been deducted to make good 
to the Commissioners of National Debt 
the loss which had accrued in respect of 
land purchase in county Longford ; will 














m 
su 
se 


Gi 
no 
te; 
in 
mé 


qu 


Chi 
of | 
of t 
day 
mel 
atte 











884 


rade. 
» ask 
Lieu- 
ware 
t the 
ution 
rainst 
mpc oY’- 
reat 
yunce 
with- 


is to 
ed by 
eries. 
ntion 
odify 
t the 
hon, 
erset. 


ee, 

0 ask 
Lieu- 
ichael 
ullina- 
sition 
mchy 
which 


nmis- 
n was 
inally 
‘state. 
O att 
iprac- 
eting 
8 con- 
. Tp 
oners 
n the 


D ask 
uten- 
that, 
yvVern- 
gford 
n for 
grant 
- sum 
Itural 
good 
Debt 
ect of 


; will 





885 


he say why this announcement was kept 
back for two years, and why it was only 
then made when the county council had 
made out its financial buaget for the 
current year, and could not without great 
loss of time and money recast their rates ; 
and will he see that in future transactions 
of this kind tie council will get due 
notice so as to have time to examine 
into the alleged deficits. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The fact is as stated 
in the first part of the Question. 
amount which should have been deducted 
last year is £659 8s. 4d. I have already 
explained that by a clerical oversight, | 
which is regretted, the certificates were | 
not forwarded to the Local Government | 
Board in time for the deduction to be | 
made for last year’s payment. I have 
also stated that I am in communication 
with the Treasury with the object of 
devising some means whereby county 
councils may receive, before striking 
their rates, notice of the amount coming 
to them from the Local Taxation Account. 
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| seriously injured; and what action he 
| proposes to take in reference to this 
| matter. 
| 
| Str BERKELEY SHEFFIELD: May 
I at the same time ask the Chief Secre- 
|tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has received a police report 
concerning an attack made on Saturday 
| night, the 27th inst., near Killarney, by 
(a body of men armed with pikes and 
| pitchforks, upon Lord Kenmare’s bailitfs, 
who were engaged in attempting to dis- 
| train some cattle for rent ; and whether 


(Questions. 


/any arrests have been made on account 


of this assault. 


Mr. BIRRELL : 


reports as to this occurrence. 


I have received police 
It is alleged 


'that one man—not a body of men— 


attacked the bailiffs with a pitchfork. 
This man has been arrested, and the 
proceedings against him are pending. In 
the circumstances it would be undesirable 
‘to enter into details. This Answer 
applies also to the similar Question of 


the hon. Member for the Brigg Division. 


Irish Language in Irish Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a new | 
scheme for the teaching of Irish in 
national schools has yet been sanctioned | 
by the Treasury ; and, if so, will he give 
the details of it. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am in active com- 
munication with the Treasury on this 
subject. The matter has not yet been 
settled. 


'on the people, 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 


/an execution was being made for a half 


year’s rent, when the bailiffs fired shots 
who simply defended 
themselves } 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Irish Intermediary Schools. 
Mr. GWYNN (Galway): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 





tenant of Ireland on what grounds the 
i system of inspection of modern language 
| teaching by oral examination has been dis- 
/continued in Irish intermediary schools ; 
| whether his attention has been called toa 
‘letter from Archbishop Walsh, who is 
ia member of the Board of Intermediate 
| Education, declaring that the responsi- 
'bility for stopping this system rests 
‘neither with the Board nor with the 
| Treasury, but with some controlling 
authorities at Dublin Castle ; and, if so, 
will he indicate the authorities referred to, 


Captain CRAIG: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the desirability of 
not issuing any new scheme for the 
teaching of Irish, costing so much money, 
in view of the deplorable condition of so 
many Irish school buildings ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: That very important 
question has not escaped my attention. 


Killarney Affray. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant |) yy, BIRRELL: I would refer the 
of [reland whether he has any particulars | hon. Member to the Answer given by my 
of the affray which took place on Satur- | predecessor to Questions on this subject 
day near Killarney ; whether a body of put by the hon. Member for South Kerry 
men attacked four bailiffs who were | 6, vist and 29th March, 1906.t Those 
attempting to distraii some cattle for ES 
rent, and two of the bailiffs were 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 
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Answers are still applicable. The only 
inspection of schools which the Board 
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| distinguishing badges as in England and 
| Scotland. 


of Intermediate Education have carried | 


out was that performed by temporary | 


inspectors in the years 190!, 1902, anc 
1903. The Board desired that a per- 
manent inspectorate should be appointed, 
but, for reasons which have already been 
stated, the Government were unable to 
agree. The Government, however, were 
prepared to approve of the re-appoint- 
ment of temporary inspectors, but the 
Board declined to accept the proposal, 


Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.): I hope 
a better system of secondary education 
in Ireland will be inaugurated by the Bill 
shortly to be brought in by the right hon. 
Gentleman. 
Mr. BIRRELL: I hope so too. 
Irish Department of Agriculture. 
Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) : 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will cause the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee of Inquiry 
into the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for Ireland to be 
printed and circulated without delay. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I[ have communicated 
with the Chairman of the Committee of 
Inquiry, who informs me that the evi- 
dence is substantially ready for publica- 
tion, and as there seems to be a desire 
that it should be published at once, I 
will arrange for its presentation to 
Parliament as soon ‘as possible. 


Carrick-on-Shannon Disturbance. 

Mr. JAMES O’7KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that on Thursday last a 
member of the local district council, 
named Martin Cooney, of Hill Street, 
Carrick -on- Shannon, complained to 
District Inpector Steadman that one of a 
body of police under the orders of the 
latter had, on a bridge leading to the 
town, assaulted him with his baton, and 


seeing that Cooney asked for the name | 


of his assailant, which the district 
inspector refused to give, he will give 
instructions that the name shall be 
furnished ; and whether in future police- 


men in Ireland will be supplied with | 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed by 
the police authorities that Mr. Cooney 
was a member of a crowd which at- 
tempted to force a police cordon in the 
circumstances mentioned in my reply to 
the Question of the hon. Member for 
Mid Armagh on 25th April. The police 
were ordered to draw batons, and Mr, 
Cooney, who repeatedly threw himself 
on the police, was during the scuffle 
struck with a baton by aconstable. The 
district inspector refused at the moment 
to give the name of the constable, saying 
that he himself was responsible. He 
has, however, since been instructed to 
give the constable’s name to Mr. Cooney. 
I understand that the question of supply- 
ing the force with distinguishing badges 
has frequently been considered, but that 
it has been thought inexpedient to adopt 
such a course. 


King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a man named M’Drury, a_house- 
holder and owner of property in the 
town of Boyle, county Roscommon, had 
a house and plot of land on the King- 
Harman estate transferred to him by the 
Estates Commissioners, and that the 
house in question was at the time 
occupied by another tenant; whether 
there was any special reason why the 
latter should be passed over and the 
property: bestowed upon M’Drury; 
whether M’Drury afterwards sold by 
auction his interest in the house and 
land for £211; whether he is aware that 
M’Drury had never expended anything 
upon improving the concern; and 
whether the Estates Commissioners will 
cancel sales of this character, as being 
contrary to the spirit of the Land Act. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners inform me that in 1905 
advances were made to John M’Drury 
for the purchase of two small holdings on 
the King-Harman estate, one at Boyle 
and the other at Termon. The Commis- 
sioners have not been notified of any 
change of ownership, and M’Drury is 
therefore still liable for the payment of 
the annuities. The Commissioners have 
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no information that another person was 
at the time of the sale in occupation of 
either of the holdings or any part of 
them, nor are they aware that the 
tenant-purchaser has since parted with 
his interest. 


Intermediate Education in Ireland. 

Mr. KETTLE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the number of 
schools that obtained grants under the 
Intermediate Education (Ireland) Acts 
in each year from 1900 to 1906; also 
the number of students who presented 
themselves for the examinations of the 
Intermediate Education Board and the 
number who passed in each of these 
years, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Answer to this 
Question consists of a tabular statement 
of figures which I will have circulated 
with to-night’s Votes. 
the hon. Member's permission, adopt a 
similar course in regard to his Questions 
No. 43 and 44 addressed to the Secretary 
to the Treasury which my hon. friend 
has asked me to answer. 


The two Questions referred to in the 
Answer were as follows :-— 


Mr. KETTLE: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury what was the total 
amount of the school grant paid by 
the Intermediate Education Board (Ire- 
land) to managers of Irish secondary 


schools in the years 1903, 1904, 1905, ! secppeen ne 
| unpaid in Sligo county. 


and 1906 respectively ; and what was 
the rate of payment for each successful 
pupil in each of these years. 


Mr. KETTLE: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury if he will state 
the income derived by the Intermediate 
Education Board (Ireland) under Sec- 
tion 3 of the Local Taxation (Customs 
and Excise) Act, 1890, in each year from 
1900 to 1906; and also the total mcome 
of the Board in each of those years. 


Irish Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state whether the 
investigations into the claims of the 
evicted tenants of Ireland for reinstate- 





+ See cols. 847-850. 


I will also, with | 
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ment under the Act of 1903 have been 
completed ; if not, whether he can give 
any idea as to the number of cases in 
which the investigations have been made, 
and when the entire work will be com- 
pleted ; and whether he can give the 
results of the investigations made up to 
the present. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that of the 6,680 
applications received up to 5th February 
last, 5,321 have been investigated, and 
they expect that the remaining 1,359 
will be investigated by the end of May, 
the date mentioned by me on the 14th 
February last as the date on which it 
was hoped that the inquiries into these 
applications would be completed. I do 
not propose to make any detailed state- 
ment as to the result of investigations 
until the end of this month. 


Sligo Grant Deduction. 


Mr. P. A. MCHUGH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury when did 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
become aware that a sum of £1,500 was 
to be stopped from the grants due to the 
county council of Sligo in March, 1907 ; 
when was the fact communicated to the 
secretary of the county council of Sligo ; 
can he state approximately the amount 
which will be stopped from grants payable 
to Sligo County Council in March, 1908 ; 
what portion of the £1,500 was stopped 
on account of unpaid annuities ; and what 
is the amount of annuities now due and 


Mr. BIRRELL: My hon. friend has 
asked me to answer this Question. The 
Local Government Board were notified 
of the liabilities of all the counties on 
26th February last. The calculations as 
to the deductions to be made from each 
of the local bodies in all the counties 
were completed as soon as possible, and 
on 26th March the Sligo County Council 
were informed of their share in the grant. 
The amounts which may have to be 
deducted from grants to county councils 
in respect of the current financial year 
will not be known till towards the end of 
the year. The deduction on account of 
unpaid annuities in Sligo was £235. I 
am inquiring as to the amount of the 
annuities at present unpaid, and will 
inform the hon. Member of the result. 


2H 2 
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Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Is a deduc- 
tion also made in the case of Irish borough | 
councils 4 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will inquire. 


North Belfast Election. 

Mr. J. DEVLIN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attoney-General for Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the public 
protest from a number of voters who 
were debarred from exercising the 
franchise at the recent election in North 
Belfast ; whether he is aware that, at the 
preparation of the register on which the 
election took place, men who were fully 
qualified to vote, and who had voted at | 
the two previous elections, were removed 
from the voters’ list without notice ; that | 
in some instances the names of voters | 
qualified in North Belfast were removed 
from the list of that division and placed 
on the lists of other divisions of the city 
where they had no qualification whatever ; 
that the voters so disfranchised in North 
Belfast were well known to be supporters 
of the democratic cause; whether he is 
aware that the preparation of the registers 
is in the hands of local officials who make 
no secret of their antagonism to every- 
thing progressive ; and whether he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into the 
whole matter, with a view to inquiring 
into this tampering with the register, and 
to prevent the repetition of such an 
occurrence. 





THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, Ex- 
change): I have made inquiries as to the 
irregularities referred to in the Question. 
The Deputy Clerk of the Crown and 
Peace informs me that he is only aware 
of two specific cases at the recent 
election for North Belfast where persons 
claiming to be Parliamentary voters for 
the division were found not to be on the 
register. In both cases the names of these 
gentlemen appeared on the register for 
other divisions of Belfast, in one case for 
West Belfast, and in the other for South 
Belfast, and their names were placed on 
the Local Government supplement only 
for North Belfast. In one case, at all 
events, this course appears to have been 
wrongly taken, as the voter states that 
he has no qualification at all for South | 
Belfast, but I do not think that one error | 
in a- large register is sufficient evidence 
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of partiality to base a charge against the 
officials who prepare the register. Should 
any evidence be placed before me of any- 
thing like a systematic attempt by any 
official to exclude persons of one particular 
Party from the register, I shall cause 
full inquiries to be made into the matter 
so as to prevent any such illegal and 
improper action. 


Irish Uneconomic Holdings. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury has the 
Treasury made any attempt to ascertain 
or estimate the proportion of rents of 
uneconomic holdings in Ireland usually 
paid with money received from relatives 
in exile, or the probable consequences of 
failure of that supply on the occupants 
hecoming nominal purchasers within the 
zones at prices based upon those un- 
economic rents; and will the Treasury 
consider the advisability of requiring the 
rule in the Blake-Foster case to be 
applied in all such cases. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The Answer to 
the first part of the Question is in the 
negative. The application of the prin- 
ciples established by the decision in the 
Blake-Foster case rests with the Estates 
Commissioners and not with the Treasury, 
but I am informed that the Commis- 
sioners act on those principles in all 
cases in which in their opinion they 


apply. 


The Earl of Portsmouth and his Tenants. 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): 1 beg to 
ask the Prime Minister, in view of the 
recent expulsion of one of his tenants by 
the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of 
State for War for having exercised his 
legal rights under the Ground Game Act, 
whether he has yet obtained a confirma- 
tion of the facts alleged ; if so, what 
action does he intend taking to protect 
the tenants of this noble landowner ; and 
whether, in view of his recent speech on 
land reform, he proposes to permit this 
Member of the Government to continue 
to hold office. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs); 
Is the hon. Gentleman in order in bring- 
ing before the House the relations of an 
individual landlord with an individual 
tenant who has his remedy in the law 
courts / 
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*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The Ques- 


tion is in order. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD oF THE TREASURY (Sir_ H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
It is no part of my duty, nor is it in my 
power, to protect any body of tenants 
from the landowner from whom they hold 
their tenancy, nor the landowner from his 
tenants. They have certain rights with 
regard to each other which are detined 
by the law, and the Prime Minister is 
not the Court to decide any dispute 
between them. I have received a letter 
from Lord Portsmouth, which I propose 
to read to the House. He says, “In 
reply to the allegations made against me, 
I would briefly state that the tenant in 
question, a Mr, Parsons, had truly been 
a tenant on my estate for many years ; 
but he had only been enabled to occupy 
the farm so long because my father and 
I had from time to time given him very 
substantial assistance in abatements and 
remissions of rent. He was not given 
notice to quit for any bona fide, fair, and 
reasonable exercise of any rights under 
the Ground Game Act, but because, 
owing to his impecuniosity and absence 
of stock, the farm was rapidly deteriorat- 
ing. As to the supposed grievance of 
loss from excessive ground game, the 
absurdity of such a statement is proved 
by the fact that, as soon as ever- he 
quitted the farm, it was taken by the 
actually adjoining tenant at an increased 
rent.” Lord Portsmouth adds that he 
has not an acre untenanted or a shilling 
of arrear upon his estate in Hampshire. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : 
Did not the letter of Lord Portsmouth 
contain these words, “If you or any 
other tenant insist upon your powers 
under the Game Act and constantly 
disturb the land in pursuit of ground 
game, I must at once and frankly say I 
must take the only remedy I possess of 
changing tenants or farming the land 
myself?” May I also ask the Prime 
Minister whether he is aware that the 
landlord thought it right not only to 
take into his own hands the improvements 
this tenant had made, but actually 
insisted on a claim for dilapidation for 
some of the improvements which the 
tenant himself had made ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Iam not aware of these facts. 


The letter 
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to which reference was made was written 
two or three years ago, and I am not 
acquainted with the circumstances in any 
respect ; but I have read the letter Lord 
Portsmouth has written to me with 
reference to the actual position at this 
time. 


Mr. LEA: May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he is aware that the tenant 
in question is in possession of a letter 
from the late Lord Portsmouth in which 
these words occur: “If every landlord 
had as good and straightforward and 
honourable a tenant as you are, a lot of 
landlords would be in a very different 
position.” Is the right hon. Gentleman 
also aware that in the county of Hamp- 
shire this noble landowner—— 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I do not 
think that is a supplementary Question 
which ought to be asked. The Prime 
Minister cannot be expected to have a 
knowledge of the correspondence between 
the late Lord Portsmouth and his tenants. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not any part of my duty to adjust 
rights and wrongs between a tenant and 
his landlord. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: May I remind 
the Prime Minister—[Cries of “ Order ”] 
then may I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
if in answer to a general Question the 
other day in this House he did not state 
that the Government were closely watch- 
ing the operation of the Act to which 


| reference had been made, and would be 


prepared to take action if any attempt 
were made to evade it ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not aware that this comes under 
that category. I hardly think it does ; 
but if it does, then when the case is 
settled one way or the other it will be a 
fact that we shall take into account in 
considering the effect of legislation. 


Lorp R. CECIL: When the Prime 
Minister said the letter was written two 
or three years ago was he aware that the 
tenant went out last Michaelmas ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The tenant’s going out last Michaelmas 
does not prevent its being true that the 
letter was written two or three years ago. 
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Mr. LEA: Is it not a matter of! 


common notoriety in the county of 
Hampshire that this landowner—— 
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CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : “ No, no,” and 
Hon. Members: “ Not yet”), in order to 
obtain information, asked whether, if any 


_ question arose as to full publication, the 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: This is 
not a proper supplementary Question. 


CarTAIn FABER: Is that undesirable 
tenant now within a stone’s throw on 
another landowner’s property ? 

*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That 


Question does not properly arise. 


Mr. FLAVIN: As this is likely to 
become an historical subject, may I ask 
if the Prime Minister will inform the 
House how many tenants have been 
removed from the Scottish estates of 
Balfour and Co. ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That does 
not arise out of the Prime Minister’s 
Answer. 


The Imperial Conference. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) asked the Prime 
Minister whether a verbatim report of 
the discussion now proceeding at the 
Imperial Conference on preferential trade 
within the Empire will be published, 
or whether it was intended to confine the 
debate given to the public to such meagre 
summaries as were published in this 
morning’s papers. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have explained again and again that we 
have no control inthe matter. Whatever 
action is taken as to publication or non- 
publication or delayed publication is 
under the instruction of the Conference 
itself. Iam sure of this—theie will be 
no different treatment, no preferential 
treatment given to one subject over 
another. I understand—I speak with 
no authority—but I have been told that 
it is probable, and perhaps a little more 
than probable, that a full report will be 
published after the Conference is closed. | 
That I believe is in accordance with the 
desire of the members of the Conference | 
themselves. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, after 
explaining that he put the Question, not | 
as matter of complaint against the. 
Government, but to the Prime Minister | 
as president of the Conference [Sir H. | 


influence of the Government would be 


_ exercised on the side of publicity. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have no information in the matter. It 
is in the hands of the Conference. I do 
not believe for a moment that any different 
treatment will be applied to one subject 
as compared with another. 


Str EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) 
asked whether the matter of the fullness 
or meagreness of the reports was decided 
by vote. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not aware. I do not know. It has 
never come ‘to a vote there, I am told, 
certainly not upon this occasion. But | 
may at once dispel the darkness that 
appears to pervade some quarters by 
saying that, as far as [ am concerned and 
my colleagues in the Government, so far 
from objecting to publication, we hope 
every syllable will be published. 


VISCOUNT TURNOUR AND 
MR. BIRRELL’S SPEECH AT HALIFAX. 

Viscount TURNOUR: [I rise, Sir, 
for the purpose of asking you to permit 
me to make a personal explanation, — Last 
Monday I addressed a Question to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant in these words— 

“To ask the right hon. Gentleman to what 
hon. Members he referred when he stated that 
there were men in the House of Conimons who 
made it their business at (Juestion time day 
after day to ask Questions, not for the purpose 
of gaining information, but to malign and mis- 
represent the people of Ireland.” 

The right hon. Gentleman in his reply 
said that— 

“The words were a condensation of what he 
actually said, which was that, as Questions 
were constantly put to him which evidently 
added nothing to the information of the per- 
sons asking them or of the police, who were 


| responsible for the peace of Lreland, or to his 


information, it would seem that the only object 
in putting them was to create a false impres- 
sion in England of the real state of things in 
Ireland.” 

The Question which I put was based 
upon the following report in Zhe 7imes 
newspaper— 

“ There are fonnd, I am sorry to say, in the 
ranks of Irishmen themselves, men in the 
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House of Commons who make it their business 
day after day during the time of Questions to 
fix like carrion crows upon the one or two 
laces in Ireland where there is this ground 
or disturbance and to ask questions relative 
thereto, not for the purpose of gaining infor- 
mation, for they have all the information 
already, not for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the police to these places, for the 
police know ten times more than they do, not 
for the purpose of calling my attention to these 
places, because I know them perfectly well 
and think of them day and night. No, their 
sole object is to malign and misrepresent their 
native country in the eyes of the English 
people, who have not the opportunities which 

enjoy of knowing the true facts of the case, 
and who cannot of their own knowledge know 
how confined and limited are these areas of 
disorder.” 


This verbatim report in The Times is 
borne out by the following newspapers :— 
the Yorkshire Ohserver—- 


Mr. BELLOC (Salford, 8.) : 1 rise to 
order, Sir. Is the hon. Member in order 
in making his proposed apology. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : 
a personal explanation. 


This is 


Mr. BELLOC: I only rose to call 
attention to this point because the hon. 
Member says that this statement is borne 
out by another vebatim report. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The noble 
Lord will be in order if he confines 
himself to the accusation and his personal 
explanation. 


_ Viscount TURNOUR: 
Gentleman had allowed me to- finish 
my sentence it is possible that he 
might have understood my object. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman stated at the time, 
in reply to my Questions, that this report 
was a condensed report. As the version 
given of his speech by the right hon. 
Gentleman differed entirely from The 
Times report, I, in accordance with the 
custom of the House, tendered an apology 
to the right hon. Gentleman because The 
Times report must be false. Since then 
I have read the other verbatim reports 
of the same speech, and I can no longer 
describe Zhe Times report as false. I 
apologise to 7he Times newspaper. I do 
hot suggest that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s version of his speech was incorrect ; 
I offer no explanation ; but apparently 
some one has blundered. 


If the hon. 
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(Standing (Committees). 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am sorry that any 
speech of mine should have occasioned 
the waste of time and the attention that 
has been given to it. I should like, 
however, to remind the noble Lord that 
when I spoke of a condensed report I 
was not referring to The Times, because I 
had not then, nor have I now, seen the 
report of the speech in The Times. My 
speech was delivered at a meeting on 
Friday, and next day I was in the north 
of England, and, being more pleasantly 
engaged, I did not see Zhe Times on that 
day, and Ido not propose to see it now. 
The condensation | referred to was that 
which appeared in the question of the 
noble Lord, and that obviously was a 
very condensed report. Speaking from 
memory, and having no means of correct- 
ing my recollection, for I spoke entirely 
without notes, I gave the House what I 
believe I did say—at all events, what I 
hope I said. ‘To the best. of my recollee- 
tion what I said was that I racked my 
brains to discover some motive which 
was prompting these hon. Members in 
continuing to put to me these Questions ; 
and then I added that it seemed to me as 
if they could have no other motive ex- 
cept what I proceeded to say. I will not 
quarrel with the reporter. One reporter 
—-the reporter of the Bradford Observer— 
seemed to me to have given a very 
accurate and verbatim report, though I 
agree that he did not give the phrase the 
turn I intended to give it myself; and 
therefore, it is very likely, not being a 
master of speech like the noble Lord—— 


Viscount TURNOUR: A cheap jest. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is not a jest at all. 
I can only say, therefore, and I am willing 
to say, that I am very sorry if I used 
language that seemed to impute improper 
motives to hon. Members sitting in that 
part of the House. 

Mr. T. L. It was in- 
sulting. 


CORBETT : 


Mr. BIRRELL: Well, I can only ex- 
press my regret for having used it. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 


Srr WILLIAM GURDON reported from 
the Committee cf Selection ; That they 
had discharged the following Member 
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from Standing Committee A: Mr. Beau- | 
champ (added in respect of the Adver- | 
tisements Regulation Bill) ; 


Business of the House 





{COMMONS} 


and _ had | 


appointed, in substitution, Mr. Gooch (in ‘lie upon the 


respect of the Advertisements Regulation [No, 135.] 


Bill). 


from the Committee; That they had | 


| 
| 


(Ways and Means). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS (KITCHEN AND 
REFRESHMENT ROOMS). 


First Report brought up, and read ; to 
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Table, and to be printed. 


| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (WAYS AND 
Sir WILLIAM GURDON further reported | 


MEANS). 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 


discharged the following Members from | the proceedings on Report of the Com- 


Standing Committee C (in respect of the | 
Patents and Designs Bill) : Mr. Ainsworth 
and Mr. Whitehead ; and had appointed, 
in substitution, Mr. Radford and Sir 
Reports to lie upon 


Frederick Cawley. 
the Table. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 305 ; Noes, 88. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barker, John 
Barlow,John Emmott(S’merset | 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone, N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Rellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. | 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, R’mf’rd) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner, Rt. HnSirJ.'T(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 








| Cleland, J. W. 
| Clough, William 


| Cowan, W. H. 


| Crombie, John William 





| Bannerman.) 


AYES, 


Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton. Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) | 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


| Condon, Thoma: Joseph 
| Cooper, G. J. 


Corbett,C.H (Su:sex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 


Cox, Harold 


| Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 


Crean, Eugene 


Crooks, William 
Crossley, William J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan.C. (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 








mittee of Ways and Means, if under 
discussion when the Business is postponed 
this day, be resumed and_ proceeded 
with, though opposed, after the interrup- 
tion of Business.”—(Sir H. Campbell- 
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Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Fuller, John Michael F. 
| Fullerton, Hugh 


Gill, A. H. 


| Ginnell, L. 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
| Glendinning, R. G. 


Glover, Thomas 


| Gooch, George Peabody 
| Grant, Corrie 


Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Ha-lam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


| Haworth, Arthur A. 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Hazleton, Richard 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 

Holt, Richard Durning 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N) 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
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Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG.(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law. Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, E. ) 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington) | 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S.) 
Mac Veigh, Charles (Donegal, E) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M'‘Crae, George 

M*Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. 
Massie, J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, W. Nathanie} 
Molteno, Perey Alport 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


(Coventry) 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt Hn. A.J.(City Lond) | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Capt. Hn.G. (Winchester | 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Business of the House 








| Schwann,Sir C. 
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Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, I. L. 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Cant. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, 


John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 


(Ways and Means). 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
N.) | 


Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant.Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J. W.H.(SomersetE) 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 


| Vivian, Henry 


Rea, Walter Rusell (Scarboro’) | 
| Walsh, Stephen 


Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Ward,John (Stoke-upon-Trent) 


Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’ th) 
Richard , 
Rickett, J. Compton 


| Ridsdale, E. A 


Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) | 


Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


Walters, John Tudor 


Ward, W. Dudley(South’ mpt’n) 
Wardle, George J. 


| Waring, Walter 


| Wason, Eugen 


e (Clackmannan) 


| Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 


Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) | 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf’d) | 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Wedgwood, 


Waterlow, D. S. 
Watt, Henry A. 
Josiah C. 


| Whitbread, Howard 


| White, 


Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | 


Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A. H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) | 


Sheehy, David 
Sherwell, Arthur James 


NOES. 
Bowles, G. Stewart 


| Bridgeman, W. Clive 


se | 
| 
| 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore. 
Clark,George Smith (Belfast, N) 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthop2, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 


White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh., N.) 
Ww — P. W. (St. Pancras, S.)} 


| Wood, T. M'Kinnon 
Young, peter 
TELLERS FOR -THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Craik, Sir Henry 
Cross, Alexander 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Du Cros, Harvey 





Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. “W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
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Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury S. Edm’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jenkins, J. 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 


Ways 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Farch’m) | Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 


Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
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Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m) 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 

Nield, Herbert 

Parker, Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 
Percy, Earl 

Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. ) 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Younger, George. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





WAYS AND MEANS [ISTH APRiL] 
REPORT. 
Resolutions reported. 


TEA. 

1. “That the Customs duty now 
charged on tea shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and eight (that is to say)—Tea, 
the pound, five pence.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUS- 
TOMS DUTIES ON TOBACCO, BEaR, 
AND SPIRITS. 

2. “That the additional Customs duties 
on tobacco, beer, and spirits imposed by 
Sections two, three, four, and five of 
the Finance Act, 1900 (including any 
increased duties imposed by Section five 
of that Act), shall continue to be charged 
until Parliament otherwise determine.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EX- 
CISE DUTIES ON BEER AND 
SPIRITS. 


3. “ That the additional Excise duties 
on beer and spirits imposed by Sections 
six and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, 
shall continue to be charged until 
Parliament otherwise determine.” 


HIRE PURCHASE AGREEMENT. 

4. “That a hire-purchase agreement 
shall be charged with stamp duty as an 
agreement, or, if under seal, or in Scotland, 
with a clauso of registration as a deed, as 
the case requires, and shall not in any 
case be exempt from stamp duty as an 
agreement, letter, or memorandum made 
for or relating to the sale of any goods, 
wares, or merchandise.” 


ESTATE DUTY (FINANCE ACT, 
1896, s. 21). 
5.—* That the deduction allowed under 


section twenty-one of the Finance Act, | 





1896, on account of the previous pay- 
ment of duty on property shall (instead 
of being calculated as provided by that 
section) be taken to be the amount which 
would be payable on accourt of the duty 
on the property if the duty were 
calculated on the value of the property 
upon which estate duty is payable.” 


PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE. 

6.—“That the permanent annual 
charge for the National Debt for the 
current financial year be twenty-nine and 
a-half million pounds.” 


AMENDMENT OF LAW. 
7.—“That it is expedient to amend 
the law relating to the National Debt, 
Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. FLETCHER (Hampstead) moved 
to substitute 4d. for 5d. as the 
amount of the tea duty. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said in his Budget 
speech that he was satisfied that a reduc- 
tion of 1d. on the tea duty would not bene- 


fit the consumer. If that were so why did 


the right hon. Gentleman take off 1d. last 
year? The grocer with whom he dealt 
complained to him last year that to take 
off only 1d. was not enough, and that it 
would not affect the retail price ; but that 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
reduced the duty from 6d. to 4d., the 
retail grocers would have been able to 
grant some advantage to the poor con- 
sumer. A great deal was heard at the 
last general election about the iniquity of 
taxes on the food of the poor. The hon. 
Gentleman who represented him in the 
House of Commons sent him then a very 
ornamental card with his portrait upon 
it, and underneath the legend “ No taxes 
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on food.” He hoped that the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer would rectify his error | 
in not taking off another 1d. from the 
tea duty, so that the consumer might get 
some benefit. He begged to move. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye), in 
seconding, said that last year in intro- 
ducing his Budget the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer used those words, according to | 
the Official Report— 

“T have had the percentages taken out of 
the taxation on the average value of articles 
of food charged with customs duty, and that 
on tea is 90 per cent. And if you take the | 
cheaper qualities of tea, the percentage, of | 
course, would be much higher. <A reduction, 
however small, on the tea duty has, as com- 
pared with other remissions of taxation, several 
distinct advantages of its own. In the first 
place, tea being an article which does not 
undergo, after importation, more or less elabo- 
rate process of manufacture or manipulation, 
the lowering of the tax is not intercepted or 
delayed, but goes almost directly to the con- 
sumer.” 

He thought that that statement was 
very inconsistent with the words used 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the other day. When the Finance Bill 
was before the House last year, he per- 
sonally urged a further reduction on 
the tea duty, on the ground that a 
penny reduction would not benefit the 
poorest consumer ; and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer used the words he had 
quoted, in answer to his argument. But, 
assuming that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was a great authority on the 
subject, they on the Opposition side of 
the House urged him even now to en- 
deavour to take off another 1d. from the 
tea duty, or to make some readjustment 
of the tax by which it would fall on the 
value of the tea and not on the weight. 
The great bulk of the tea used in this 
country was consumed by the very 
poor, and it was in some cases 
taxed to the extent of 200 per cent. 
of its value. It was hardly consis- 
tent for a Liberal Government to allow 
that state of things toremain. Last year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer held out 
the hope that this year he would be able. 
to deal with the tea duty in a more 
satisfactory manner. The right hon. | 


Gentleman shook his head ; but although 
he had not the Budget speech with him 
he was sure that the right hon. Gentle-| 
man had held out the hope that he would | 
give some relief to the tea consumer this | 
year. 


It was on that ground that he and ' 
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his friends felt justified in pressing this 
Amendment to a division. 


and Means. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and insert 
the word ‘ Four.’ ’—-(Mr. Fletcher.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ Five,” stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. ASQUITH said that he would be 
very glad to see the tea duty reduced 
to 4d., though he must confess that, as 
between the tea duty and the sugar duty, 
if he had the chance of dealing with 
indirect taxation at all, he would rather 
deal with the sugar duty, because tea, if 
in a sense a necessary of life, was rather 
on the luxury side of the line, while 
sugar was a real necessity as well as a 
raw material for a large number of 
industries. But he could not ask the 
House to accept this proposal—in the 
first place, because he could not atfurd to 
sacrifice the revenue; and, in the next 
place, because a reduction of Id. in 
existing circumstances would not appre- 
ciably benefit the customer. Last year 
he gave reasons for the view he then 
held, and still held with modifications, 
that a reduction of 1d. on the 6d. duty 
would go to the consumer, either in 
diminished price or in improved quality. 
The reduction had gone to the consumer 
to a considerable extent in improved 
quality, though not much in diminished 
price. But the conditions of the tea 
trade had altered very much in the course 


of the year. There had been, for 
reasons not easy to determine, a 
large, und, perhaps, an abnormal, 


increase in the demand for Indian 
tea from foreign countries, and _parti- 
cularly from Russia, with the result 
that the wholesale price of tea had 
gone up, in spite of the reduction of 
duty, by something like apenny a lb., com- 
pared with this time last year. He had 
taken the trouble to ascertain the opinions 
of those most conversant with the matter, 
and he was advised that in the existing 
state of the trade, with this abnormal 
demand, a further reduction of a penny 
would certainly go to the producer or 
middleman, and very little to the con- 
sumer in this country. Weighing all 
these cumulative considerations, it ap- 
peared to him that, although he would 
like to see the tea duty brought back to 
the level at which it stood before the 
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war—and it had already been reduced 
from the war rate of 8d. to 5d.—che 
proposal would not, in existing conditions, 
have any satisfactory economic or social 
result. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the right hon, Gentleman’s speech 
illustrated the exceeding fineness of the 
line which divided necessaries from 
luxuries when the general articles of con- 
sumption by the people were in question. 
Looked at from the point of view of a 
medical man suggesting a dietary, sugar 
was more important than tea. Could 
any one looking at the ordinary expendi- 
ture in a poor household draw a dis- 
tinction between tea and sugar! If 
anything could be found in the cupboard 
at all there would be a little bread, tea, 
and sugar. It was impossible to make a 
fiscal distinction by the theoretical line the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer attempted to 
draw. What was the difference in the 
circumstances which made it likely that 
a reduction of a penny would reach the 
consumer last year and not this year? To 
that question the right hon. Gentleman 
had given no answer. 


Mr. ASQUITH said he gave an 
explicit answer when he referred to the 
conditions of the trade and an abnormal 
increase in foreign demands. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that answer appeared to be fatal to the 
whole body of the free-trade doctrine. 
The constant burden of the song of the 
right hon. Gentleman and his supporters 
was that the burden of a duty must fall 
on the consumer, never less, and some- 
times more. But if a reduction would go 
to the middleman and grower, was it not 
equally likely that under certain con- 
ditions an increase would be borne by 
the middleman and producer ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: In certain circum- 
stances. ; 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
thought the admissions elicited day by 
day would afford valuable material for 
argument. 


Mr. ASQUITH said there was no new 
admission ; he had said over and over 
again, when referring to the ultimate 
burden falling on the consumer, that the 


Mr, Asquith. 
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tendency might be restrained or delayed 
by other temporary causes. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said, 
then when hon. Gentlemen opposite said 
in general terms that any tax raising the 
price of an article would be borne by the 
consumer they did not mean that, but 
that under certain conditions, and in 
certain temporary circumstances, a great 
proportion of it would fall on the trade, 
He was glad to have that admission. 
He was inclined to say that though in 
particular cases a reduction of a penny 
might inure to the benefit of the 
consumer, a reduction of 2d. would be 
more likely to do so, and therefore he 
regretted that the Amendment was not 
in favour of 2d. The right hon. Gentle- 
man now thought that to some extent 
the reduction of last year did go to the 
consumer, a modest phrase compared to 
that used last year, when, owing to the 
circumstances of the case, the consumer 
was to have the whole. What were the 
particular circumstances? There hap- 
pened to be in bond at the time a great 
quantity of inferior tea which the owners 
had a difficulty in disposing of, but a 
penny off the duty enabled them to put 
it on the market with that reduction in 
price. He did not think that was of much 
advantage to the consumer, if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s expecta- 
tions were realised to the letter. There 
was an illustration this year of a fact 
known to every one who considered the 
question, that the incidence of a duty 
was one of many factors governing the 
price of the article affected, often the 
smallest of factors. If the duty was a 
material factor in fixing the price, then 
the price must be higher or lower in 
accordance with the duty. The refusal 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
abate the duty on the ground he had 
given cut away the whole case upon 
which he and his friends had been 
accustomed to argue the question of 
duties, and introduced a little inconsist- 
ency into the arguments. For his own 
part he believed that a small duty on an 
article of general consumption supplied in 
very large quantities in a large market 
had but a very small effect on price in 
circumstances generally prevalent, and 
that the tax in a large measure fell on 
the producer. He regretted that the 
proposal was not for a reduction of 2d. ; 
but he would vote for the Amendment 
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as a protest against the narrow limits | prices he had already dealt when the 


within which the 
Exchequer contined his attempts to raise 
revenue, and as an expression of his 
belief that the time had come when they 
ought to seek for resources in a wider 
field, where, he believed, they could raise 
the necessary taxation with less hardship 
to individuals and to the general welfare 
of the country. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Worcestershire had 
made this discussion about tea the 
occasion for a general discussion about 
fiscal reform and the tariff question. He 
was reminded of the candidate who 
learnt up the binomial theorem, and, when 
it was not asked in the examination 
paper, began his answers by saying, 
‘Before answering other questions it 
will be necessary to prove the binomial 
theorem.” The right hon. Gentleman 
had deplored the fact that the poor people 
of this country had not got another 
penny off the tea duty, but he could not 
help remembering that it was the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends who put 
this tax on, half of which had been 
remitted by the present Government. 
He sincerely hoped that when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could see 
his way to it, the other half would be 
taken off. There was one question he 
wished to put to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in reference to this duty. It 
had been stated that the right hon. 
Gentleman looked forward to the shilling 
income-tax and the duty on tea and 
sugar at their present rates as being 
permanent. That he knew was not the 
case, but perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 
man would take the opportunity to say so ! 


Mr. ASQUITH : [have said so already. 


*Mr. REES said he was glad to hear 
that, because there was undoubtedly an 
impression in the country that these taxes 
had been stereotyped at the present rates. 
He was glad that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had expressly and explicitly 
disavowed any such idea. It had 
been said that the poor received no 
benefit from the remission of a penny 
on the tea duty, but he submitted that 
they had received some benefit in the 
way of getting a better quality of tea. 
With the causes for present very high 


Chancellor of the | Budget was introduced, and the facts 


were admitted. There was another class 
of person who was seldom mentioned in 
the House who would get a benefit, and 
that was the tea-planter in India, who 
worked hard and deserved well of his 
country. Noone indeed deserved better, 
and by no one had he as much as heard 
his name mentioned in the House since 
he himself spoke last year on this 
subject. In theory he agreed with the 
hon. Members who moved and seconded 
the Amendment, but it seemed to him that 
they were so exceedingly kim! that they 
wanted to give away what they had not 
got. For this reason, although he 
was in whole-hearted sympathy with 
what had been said as to the de- 
sirability of a lower duty on tea, feeling 
that it was not practicable at the 
present moment, while the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s present plans held 
the field, he should vote against the 
Amendment before the House. He 
hoped, however, that the time would 
come when a further reduction in the tea 
duty would be possible. He quite 
sympathised with the view that tea must 
be regarded almost as a necessity for the 
poor, just as much as sugar was, and he 
looked forward to a reduction of the duty 
on the latter, almost as anxiously as he 
did for a reduction of the duty on tea, 
For the Opposition who doubled the duty 
to censure the Government which was 
reducing it seemed to him absurd. They 
said “why take a penny; we would 
give twopence.” And they did twice, 
but it was each time twopence on, 
not twopence off, and it was the cost 
of the war, in part, which now kept 
the duty up to the present high figure. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said the hon. Member for Montgomery 
Boroughs had advanced certain argu- 
ments in defence of the Amendment, 
and then said he was going to vote 
against it. He did not think that 
Was a consistent course to take. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite, as a matter 
of fact, only a few months ago, had 
denounced the tea duty throughout 
the length and breadth of the land 
but now when a reduction of it was 
moved they got up in their places and 
said that they were going to vote against 
the proposal. For himself he was going 
to maintain a consistent attitude. The 
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speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
seemed to him to be so sound that he 
intended to vote with the right hon. 
Gentleman and against the Amendment. 
He had always been in favour of indirect 
taxation as against direct taxation, 
whereas hon. Members 
always taken the contrary 
The Chancellor of the 
had said he could not 
reduction of the tea duty by one penny a 
pound, because if he did so no bene- 
fit would accrue to the purchasing 
classes who consumed the article. The 


Ways 


view. 


hon. Member for Montgomery Boroughs | 


had said that if there was no re- 
duction in price in consequence of 
the remission of the penny last year, 
there had been an improvement in 
quality ; but how did the hon. Gentleman | 
know that? Had he bought two years 
ago a sample of tea and compared it with | 
asample of tea which he had purchased at | 
the present moment? In his opinion the | 
quality of the tea which was being sold | 
now was exactly the same as the quality | 
of that which was sold two years ago, and | 
in his view the retailer was selling the 
same tea and reaping the additional 
profit cause by the reduction. He quite 
agreed with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that small reductions made no 
difference to the consumer, and he con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman on 
having at last got some glimmering of 
financial reasoning, and on having shown 
sufficient courage to oppose the state- 
ments made by about 99 per cent. of his 
followers, to the effect that they would 
do away with the tea duty if they were 
returned. 


Mr. J. F. MASON (Windsor) observed 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
said that the tea and sugar duties were 
not permanent and were only maintained 
now because the expenses of the war | 
were not yet paid off. He would point | 
out that the war debt stood now at | 
£138,000,000, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could not suggest that the 
whole of the £20,000,000 of war taxes 
which were still kept on was for the 
service of that debt. The right hon. 
Gentleman was really maintaining war 
taxes to meet the ordinary expenses of 
the country. As regarded the question of 
the remission of a penny duty on tea, the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said it | 
Sir F. Banbury. 
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was unnecessary to take it off because it 
would not be reflected in the price which 
the consumer paid. He thought, how- 
ever, that the reduction of the duty 
would have a_ considerable effect 
upon the price paid by the consumer. 
The only conclusion at which he could 
arrive was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had considerably modified his 
view of list year. 


Capratin CRAIG (Down, E.) said he 
differed from the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the City of London in 
the view he took on this matter, as, so 
far, he had himself consistently supported 
such a reduction of h» tea duty as woul! 
be consistent with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s surplus. He wished to put 
in a plea for poor people who lived in 
country places rather than those who 
lived in large towns. He thought the 
evidence as to the reduction of 1d. on the 
tea duty last year tended to show that 
the poorer classes living in far country 
places had not benefited from it to any 
large extent. As was pointed out at the 
time the reduction was made, the in- 
habitants of country villages, small 
farmers and labourers, did not experience 
any appreciable difference, either in the 
quality of their tea or its price, as a 
result of the reduction of the tax by ld.; 
whereas, it was held by those best quali- 
fied to give an opinion on such a subject, 
that the reduction of 2d. which meant a 
third of the tax of 6d. in the £, would 
certainly be of great benefit to the poorer 
classes, especially in Ireland. If there 
was any difficulty in meeting the deficit 
which might be caused by a further re- 


duction of Id., it might be some 
argument against the proposal. The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer last year, 
speaking on th subject, said : ha! person- 
ally he would be glad if he could reduce 
the duty by 2d. The intentions of the 
right hon. Gentleman had not been carried 
out, either last year or this. Th» time had 
come when, in all justice and fairness to 
those who did not benefit by the reduc- 
tion of a 1d. last year, the right hon. 
Gentleman should, carrying out his own 
wish, and the pledges of a number of 
his supporters, consider the case of 
the poorer classes who lived in remote 
country places, who were not represented 
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to the same extent as those who lived in 
crowded cities. In certain country dis- 
tricts tea was purchased from porters 
who went round once or twice a week. 
There was no competition in those dis- 
tricts such as was to be found between 
grocers in large towns, and the result was 
that the trifle taken off the tea duty, al- 
though it might benefit to some extent 
those who lived in large towns, was not 
felt in distant rural areas. The deficit 
which would be caused by a further re- 
duction of the duty by 1d. could be met 
without disturbing the Budget in any 
way if some other tax were substituted. 
There were something like £150,000,000 
worth of other taxable commodities, 
chiefly imported from foreign countries, 
which were not like tea, the latter being 
gown to a large extent within 
our own Empire, notably in Ceylon. 
These other commodities consisted 
of frozen meat, salt beef, tinned and 
preserved meats, bacon, ham, frozen 
pork, salt pork, and so forth, which 
came into this country without a penny 
of taxation. Where the unfortunate 
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inequality arose was that in large cities | 


and commercial and manufacturing cen- | 


tres those very commodities which he 


had mentioned were consumed in large | 
quantities and were not used at all in| 


country districts, so that they brought 
to one class of the community free food, 
while in country districts the people pro- 
duced and lived upon their own beef and 
mutton and bacon and enjoyed none of the 
alvantages of dwellers in towns, nor did 
they receive any benefit from the re- 
duction which had been made on the 
tea duty last year. If the Chancellor the 
the Exchequer confined his Budget to the 
narrow basis on which he was working 
this year he thought poor people in coun- 


try districts would receive little relief. | 


Personally he had much pleasure in sup- 
porting the Amendment. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Gla gow, 
Camlachie) was understood to say that 
he supported the Amendment, though 
there were two reasons of a somewhat 
deterrent nature against his doing so. 
The first was that it was a matter of 
listory that the only certified lunatic 
who ever voted in that House voted in 
favour of a reduction of the tea duty—a 
circumstance which should 





make it! 
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difficult for him to support the Amend- 
ment. The next reason was to be found 
in the speeches delivered from the Front 
Bench below him and by those around him. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that he could not make any further reduc- 
tion of the tea duty, and that it would 
have very slight effect if made. The ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had admitted 
that there were two or three particular 
circumstances which went to make up 
the retail price of an article. There was 
first the tax. If the reduction of the tax 
was not sufficient to bring about a fall in 
the retail price of the article on which 
the tax was placed, then, of course, the 
middleman made the profit. If the reduc- 
tion of the tax was not large enough to 
effect a reduction of the price 
charged to the retailer, then there could 
not be at once a reduction to the con- 
sumer. The retail price would pro- 
bably remain the same, and some other 
person benefited. But if they dealt 
with a charge on an article in the form 
of extra cost, or considered the cost of 
the article in the form of an extra tax, it 
was an addition which ultimately the con- 
sumer must pay. It had been contended 
that when a tax was put on an article 
a rise of price did not take place. That 
was true in regard to the corn tax, be- 
cause corn became very plentiful at the 
time, but there was a rise at first. He 
was a member of a firm which landed 
1,000 quarters of wheat on the quay 
at Liverpool, and when a Is. duty was 
imposed, that corn immediately became 
ls. dearer. He might tell the hon. Bar- 
onet the Member for the City of London, 
who represented a great city composed 
mainly of commercial men, that had 
the price of corn in America been the 
same and Is. was put on the price would 
have become Is. dearer. Anything which 
added to the cost of an article, whether 
it was duty, freight, or scarcity, in the 
end must make that article dearer. As 
to the price of corn not falling when the 
duty was taken off they all knew that 
it was only a temporary and local inter- 
ception, and to found an argument upon 
that fact was an absurdity. It had been 
said that the reduction of the tea duty 
by Id. last year had not improved the 
quality to the consumer. The hon. 
Member who made that statement forgot 
that there was such a thing as competition. 
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Let a man in any trade endeavour to 
reduce the quality of an article in order 
to augment his profit, and although he 
might succeed for a week or a year! smallestamountof preference. He hoped 
—as the tariff reformers succeeded in| the Colonial Conference would not be 
deceiving certain Members of the Unionist | allowed to break up without the Govern- 
Party for a period—competition would | ment giving some small concession to 
compel him to give the same value in the | the Colonies in regard to the tea duty. 
end as other grocers or otherwise he | 
would be driven out of the trade. | Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he had 
| been for twenty years a Member of the 
Sir F. BANBURY said he was not} House of Commons and had taken part 
afraid of being turned out because he was|in a great many discussions of this 
a tariff reformer. | character, but until last year and on the 
| present occasion he had never heard of 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said he | an Amendment to reduce the tea duty 
proposed to support the Amendment on | coming from the Conservative Party. Irish 
the plea that there wr: a great many | Members had frequently moved to reduce 
persons upon whom this tax told most | the tea duty, and so had Radicals below 
severely. He thought it was the duty} the gangway. He felt it his duty to 
of any hon. Member who represented | point out that this Bidget was rather 
the toilers and moilers whose present | hard upon Ireland. The difficulty they 
burdens were greater than their wages | always had to encounter in discussing 
could bear to urge the necessity of the | these proposals was that the Budget was 
reduction of a tax which pressed so| always drawn up—and it was inevitable 
severely upon them. He felt it his duty | that it should be so—with a view to the 
to use every available opportunity to | condition of this country. It was almost 
press upon those in charge of the! impossible for the Irish Members to get 
finances of the country the importance | a hearing for their view as to the effect 
of never losing sight of the fact that this | upon the Irish people of Budgets drawn 
was a tax which pressed very severely} up from an English point of view. 
upon the poor and that any alleviation | It had now become almost an accepted 
would be welcome. /axiom that the aim of the Chancellor 
|of Exchequer should be to maintain the 
Mr. ASHLEY (‘ancas ire, Blackp»<1)| balance between direct and_ indirect 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer | taxation. It had become the custom 
had been rather inconsistent on this|of Chancellors of the Exchequer to 
question. The right hon. Gentleman had | boast that they had kept direct taxation 
said he objected to taking 1d. off the | a little above indirect, and it had been 
tea duty because it would make no} stated that the proportion was 52 per 
difference to the consumer. He would | cent. of direct taxation and 48 per cent. 
like to know in that case why Id. | of indirect taxation. He wished to point 
was taken off tea last year, i being | out that in Ireland the proportion was 
hen argued that it would make a very | 75 per cent. of indirect and 25 per cent, 
considerable difference That was not a|of direct taxation. While the pro- 
very consistent attitude for the Govern-| portion in Great Britain of direct 
ment ‘o ad>»t. He desire.’ to support | taxation to indirect taxation was 
the appeal in favour of taking d. per | increasing, in Ireland it was decreasing. 
pound off Colonial tea. 'That was a melancholy state of things 
and showed the great evil which might 
Mr. ASQUITH pointed out that 97) arise from the application of one 
per cent. of the tea consumed in this) principle to countries whose _ social 
country came from the Colonies. and economic conditions were radically 
different. That was one of the evils 
Mr. ASHLEY said that was all the! which had led to the over taxation of 
more reason for encouraging it by giving | Ireland, and it was one of the causes of 
the Colonies a preference. He thought | the great poverty existing in that country. 
the present time was an opportune}He had never alleged that English 


Mr. Alexander Cross. 


moment for the Government ‘o endeavour 
to do something for the Colonies, for 


| they would greatly appreciate even the 
| 
| 
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Members had willingly and knowingly 
inflicted this great injustice upon Ireland. 
His opinion was that in many cases they 
did it unknowingly, because naturally 
their minds were fixed upon the social 
and economic condition of their own 
country. It was impossible to deny that 
the Budgets of this country were so con- 
structed as to inflict a monstrously 
heavy burden upon the poor classes in 
Ireland. That was the reason why Irish 
Members had for the last twenty years, in 
season and out of season, resisted indirect 
taxes upon articles of food. Many years 
ago a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
twitted the Irish Party with having 
allowed two or three sessions to go by 
without questioning the injustice of the 
English system of taxation. It was for 
that reason that he could not allow 
this discussion to pass without some 
Irish Member taking part in it. He did 
not intend to raise the question of the 
over-taxation of Ireland in detail at the 
present moment. And why? Because 
they knew that on Tuesday next a great 
scheme would be proposed which would 
probably inflict a totally new system 
of taxation upon Ireland. At all events, 
they would reserve their comments until 


they saw what the present Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer was going to do. He 
wished to say a word on an aspect of the 
case which appeared to him to have been 
lost sight of by hon. Members above the 
gangway who were supporting the Amend- 
ment and still more by the Members of the 
Labour Party with whom the Nationalist 
Party generally acted. While he felt 
bound in the interest of the Irish people 
to support this Amendment as he had 
always supported Amendments of a 
similar character, he, on the other hand, 
in justice to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, must say that if they in this 
country were going in for a system of 
universal old age pensions all classes 
would have to contribute to it. That 
was a consideration which appeared to 
have dropped out of sight. Putting 
aside for a moment the peculiar position 
of Ireland, and speaking as if he were 
an English Member, he was bound to say 
that the question of old age pensions was 
a very large one, and that it would 
involve an enormous expenditure. He 
thought there was a gool deal to be 
said for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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who in introducing the Budget had 
pointed out that his main motive—he 
took it that it was his only motive— 
for not proposing larger reductions of 
taxation was that he was laying by the 
resources necessary to commence a sys- 
tem of old age pensions. Looking at 
the proposal from the general point of 
view, his own attitude towards the whole 
question of taxation would be consider- 
ably modified if they accepted the 
principle of old age pensions and laid 
upon themselves the duty of providing 
the enormous annual income required 
therefor. Old age pensions would be 
so enormous a boon to the working 
classes that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would be justified in asking 
for some larger contribution from in- 
direct taxation, balanced, of course, 
by contributions from direct contri- 
butions, if any such scheme should be 
introduced. While he felt bound to 
support the Amendment he recognised 
that it was open to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to meet the Irish difficulty 
at another time, and he and his friends 
awaited with interest the proposals 
which he would make. There were two 
ways of meeting the Irish difficulty. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: T think 
[ must remind the hon. Member that I 
have allowed him a good deal of latitude 
on the Irish question. After all, this is 
the question of the tea duty and not of 
the general system of taxation and I must 
ask the hon. Member to confine himself 
to that question as it affects Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON said he was just con- 
eluding. It had always been the custom 
to go into the Irish question on the 
tea duty. He was sorry to say that the 
tea duty was a very important Irish 
question, because it hit Ireland exceed- 
ingly unjustly. He was stating why 
the Nationalist Members were supporting 
the Amendment, and sparing the House 
a discussion which on former occasions 
had occupied the greater part of a night. 


Str EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) said 
the hon. Member for East Mayo had 
spoken year after year of the iniquities of 
the duty on tea. He himself was rather 
inclined to agree with the hon. Member 
for the City of London in his disposition 
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to vot: with the Government against the | 
proposed reduction, believing that the | 
immemorial proportions as between direct | 


and indirect taxation should be main- | 


tained. He asked the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to remember that 973 
per cent. fof our tea came from India | 
and Ceylon. Upwards 
Indian natives in eking out a precarious 


existence were dependent on the cultiva- | 


tion of the plant. He could not but 
think that it was a most iniquitous pro- 
ceeding to tax an article which came 
directly and almost exclusively from | 
India and Ceylon, while we 
foreign manufactures to come in free. 
After all, tea was partially a raw material. 
It had to go through a series of processes 
before it was fit for use. Personally, | 
he was not going to take part in the | 
division on the Amendment, although 
he thought the Chancellor of the Ex-| 
chequer had hardly made out a case for 
not taking 2d. off the tea duty. The 
right hon. Gentleman placed himself on 


the horns of a dilemma when he said | 


that a Id. off the duty would not 
reach the ordinary consumer. 
the contention which tariff reformers 
had been making all over the country. 
They said that any import duty on an 
article in which there was a good deal 
of competition was bound to be borne 
by the middleman and the exporter. 
But if 1d. was insufficient, why did not 
the right hon. Gentleman take 2d. off ¢ | 
The right hon. Gentleman said he and 
his Party had the mandate of the country | 
not to turn their faces to other sources 
of revenue. When the Opposition sug- | 
gested that there were certain manu- 
factured articles coming into this country | 
on which a small duty might be levied, 
the right hon. Gentleman said the 
Government had ithe 
country not to depart from the exist- 
ing svsiem of taxation. Whence did 


the Party opposite get their inspiration 1 | 


What was the basis of their contentions | 
as to this mandate? The House might | 
know that there was an_ interesting | 
animal called the ornithorhynchus, which | 
had feet like a deer, claws like an owl, fur 
like a badger, a tail like a rat, and 
could swim like a fish. The mandates 
and attributes of the Government re- 
minded him of that animal. 
sessed many and various characteristics. 


Sir Edward Sassoon. 
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allowed | 


That was | 


mandate of the | 


They pos- 
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| The Government said th y had mandates 
|to uphold free trade, to reform the 
system of education, to deal with licences, 
and to introduce some form of devolution 
leading up to Home Rule for Ireland. If 
they had all these mandates, on what 
did they base their contention? At 
any rate he protested against the proposal 
to reduce the tea duty, and therefore he 
would refrain from opposing the Govern- 


| ment. 
| 


Sir C. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
agreed with the proposal to main- 
tain the 1s. income-tax, but he thought 
in regard to the sugar and tea duties the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might have 
|done more. He had for many years 
voted in favour of the reduction of the 
itea tax. He was in favour of a free 
| breakfast table as far as possible. The 
present seemed to him an occasion when, 
vi a large surplus, it would have been 
| quite possible for the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer to have relieved the poorer 
classes of the community in connection 
with the tea or sugar duty. In the 
last few months the price of the lower 
qualities of tea had risen 2d. or 3d. per 
pound, or 40 per cent. The fact that 
the price had so risen meant that a 
reduction in the duty would have been 
of advantage to the poorer classes. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had stated 
that 1d. in the pound off the tea 
duty would not be felt. Members 
| of the House were aware that in the 
‘poorer districts of large cities tea 
|was not always sold in one pound 
| packets. It was also sold in quarter-pound 
| packets, and even in smaller quantities, 
jand, therefore, a difference of Id. per 
| pound was immediately felt by the poorer 
‘classes. He sympathised very much 
with what had fallen from the hon. 
| Member for East Mayo. There was no 
| doubt that the Irish people consumed 
‘largely the high classes of tea, and it 
‘seemed rather hard that the one article 
they consumed in enormous quantities 
should be so heavily taxed. He hoped 
| the Chancellor of the Exc -hequer, before he 
| brought in the Bill based on these Resolu- 
| tions, would consider whether he could not 
| make some reduction on the tea duty. 
| He would follow the example of the hon. 
Baronet opposite and abstain from sup- 
porting in the division Lobby the Party 
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with which he had generally the pleasure 
of voting. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said that the hon. Member for East 
Mayo had said that the Members on 
the Opposition side of the House had 
suddenly developed an objection to 
indirect taxation. He did not think 
that that conclusion was exactly in 
accordance with fact. They had no 
objection to indirect taxation; quite 
the contrary. What they objected to 
was that as the national expenditure 
was steadily increasing, the system of 
taxation was running in a vicious circle, 
and that if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was to give relief anywhere, he 
must do so within a very narrow radius 
or resort to the income-tax. No reduc- 
tion of the taxation on tea or sugar could 
accomplish what the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer desired to meet, the increased 
national expenditure caused by an in- 
crease of population. The right hon. 
Gentleman, if he did not get his necessary 
income from sugar and tea, must obtain 
it from spirits, or a readjustment of the 
income-tax. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo opposed a tax on the very poor from 
a local standpoint. He said that 72 per 
cent. of the taxation imposed on Ireland 
was indirect, especially on tea and sugar. 
It was admitted that the tax on tea 
was very heavy, and that it pressed on 
the poor man to the extent of 100 per 
cent. of the value of the tea. No doubt 
that was unfair. An hon. Member 
had suggested that they on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House had developed a 
concern for the poor man, the suggestion 
being that hitherto they had had no 
sympathy with the poorer classes. What 
they proposed was the introduction of a 
different system of taxation, by which 
there would be a reduction of the tea 
tax, which would give relief to the poor, 
and give an opportunity of raising 
revenue on certain imports. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was a 
very hard-headed and somewhat hard- 
fisted business man—he meant as Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer—and he had 
suggested that the reduction of the 
tea duty by a penny, if it did not 
lead to a reduction in the price of the 
article, would lead to a betterment in 
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@ poor man or woman went into a grocer’s 
shop and insisted on getting a better 
quality of tea, he or she would be listened 
to? He did not think that any grocer 
would be so altruistic as to do that. The 
advantage would go to the middleman. 
An hon. Member had suggested that 
the element of competition ought to be 
taken into consideration; but did any 
one believe that the poorer class of 
people would go from shop to shop and 
carefully test the quality of the tea 
offered them. [Cries of “ Yes” from 
the LaBour Benches.] Then they had 
more time on their hands than was 
generally suggested by those who de- 
manded an eight-hours day. His con- 
tention was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had given an entirely wrong 
interpretation of the situation. The 
fact was that the right hon. Gentleman 
was faced with a dilemma. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that if he took a 
halfpenny off the sugar duty it would be 
of no benefit to the consumer. [MINIs- 
TERIAL cries of “ A farthing.”] Well, let 
it be a farthing or half-a-farthing. What 
he, and those who agreed with him, 
maintained was that if a duty of Is. per 
cwt. were put on corn imported into this 
country, it would not fall on the consumer 
in the same proportion as a tarthing per 
pound on tea. The Chancellor ot the 
Exchequer was faced with the protests 
of his friends that a duty of 1s. per cwt. 
on corn would ruin the working man ; 
but, in effect, the right hon. Gentleman 
had admitted that it would really make 
no difference. He had said that the reduc- 
tion of 1d. per pound on the duty on tea had 
not been enjoyed by the consumer, because 
of temporary causes. He (Sir Gilbert 
Parker) did not believe that that 
explanation was satisfactory. He would 
support the Amendment, first, because 
he believed that the tax was too high ; 
and secondly, because it was unequal in 
its incidence, and fell more heavily 
on the poor who paid 1s. or so 
per pound for their tea, than on the 
rich who paid from 2s. 6d. to 4s. 6d. 
and upwards per pound for their special 
tea. He also supported the Amendment 
because he wanted to broaden the basis 
of taxation so that it would not press 
heavily on the poor. Atany rate, if aduty 
were put on foreign corn, a preference of 
some sort would be given to our great and 
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important colonies, to whom it would 
be of incalculable assistance in the 
development of their resources. It would, 
moreover, ultimately cheapen the price 
of corn in this country. [An Hon. 
Memper: Rubbish.] He protested | | 
against the discourtesy of the interruption 
when a great deal of latitude had been 
allowed to previous speakers. He wished 
to express the belief that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be compelled to 
reduce the taxes on tea and sugar by 
the pressure of his own Party. 


| *Lorp¥R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
said that the hon. Member for Gravesend 
had, in course of his interesting speech, 
spoken about the great advantage of 
broadening the basis of taxation. With 
all humility he wished to say that he 
would be very glad if any one could tell 
him what was meant by “ broadening the 
basis of taxation.” His impression was 
that, whoever paid a tax in the first in- 
stance, ultimately the tax would be 
spread over the whole 
population. He was in the fortunate 
position of being able to take the 
course of following the lead of the 
hon. Member for the City of London 
and would support the Government. 
He objected to pay taxes himself, but 
after all the money had to be raised 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
somewhere and somehow, and if it was 
not to be raised from the tea duty, it must 
be raised in some other direction—say, 
from the income-tax. They constantly 
heard comparisons made between direct 
and indirect taxation. The great merit 
attributed to direct taxation was that it 
brought home to the taxpayer any 
extravagance on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the day. But the direct tax- 
payers were a very small number com- 
pared with the indirect taxpayers, and 
they did not in fact exercise any very 
considerable political power. The great 
mass of power in this country lay in the 


hands of the working classes, who paid no | 


iicome-tax. The result was they did not 
feel the effect of a rise in the income-tax. 


*Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER said the 
noble Lord was going far too widely | 
in this matter. He could not go into all | 
these matters which he was now dis- 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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body of the | 
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| cussing without embarking on a discus- 
sion which was out of order. 


Lorp R. CECIL said it was a little 
ig to explain why he objec‘ed 
|to any remission of the tea duty 
| ins going into these matters. He 
would not, however, enlarge further. 
It was enough for him to say thatinasmuch 
as the working classes paid tea duty as 
much a; any other section of the com- 
munity it followed that, as the mass of the 
power in this country lay in the hands of 
the people of the country, if the tea duty 
was raised they would feel it at once, and 
would at once use their power to stop 
the extravagance that necessitated it. He 
should, therefore, vote for the Government 
and against the Amendment. 


Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Central) 
said that had the Amendment been to re- 
mit 2d. instead of 1d. he would still have 
been inclined to support it. The reason 
for that was that the hon. Member for 
| Nottingham last year, when a reduction 
of 1d. was being made, read a number of 
interesting documents showing that while 
the Id. taken off would be transferred 
from one branch of the trade to another, 
there was no evidence that it would be 
transferred to the consumer, who would, 
therefore, obtain no benefit from the 
remission. If they derived no benefit 
from the remission last year how could 
it be said that they would derive a benefit 
from the remission now proposed. If 2d. 
had been remitted last year the consumer 
would have benefited, but to take off 2d. 
in two bites, as it were, destroyed the 
benefit they otherwise would receive. 
There had been some evidence of what 
the result would be of a remission of 2d. 
In a great many cases it was the practice 
of the tea dealers who sold quarter- 

pound packets of tea to put on those 
packets when the duty was raised that 
the price of those packets was increased 
by 3d. on account of a rise in the tea 
duty. If 2d. was taken off the same 
rivalry and competition would have 
necessitated the tea dealers putting on 
those packets, “ The price of this packet 
is reduced by 3d.,” and the consumer 
would immediately have got the benefit. 
As he thought the Chancellor of the Ex- 
| | chequer had made a great mistake in not 
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reducing the tax on tea by 2d. he should 
support the Amendment. Another rea- 
son for his taking that course was that, 
after he spoke on this subject last year 
when he strongly advocated a reduction 
of 2d., he received no end of letters from 
members of the trade alleging that no 
advantage would be derived by the con- 
sumer from the reduction of a penny. 
He desired the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to bear in mind in dealing with 
taxes on food that the reduction of a 
tax should always be done in such a 
way that the consumer could force the 
trade to give them the benefit. When- 
ever a small reduction was made it was 
never transferred to the consumer. It 
should always be sufficiently large to 
make it worth the while of the middle- 
man to reduce the price of the goods 
sold over the counter. While they were 
promised old age pensions next year 
nothing had been said to show that there 
would be no change in the duties upon tea 
and sugar, and he for his part hoped that 
a substantial reduction would be made 
in either one or the other or both next 
year. 


Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) said he quite agreed that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
a great mistake in not reducing the tax 
upon tea by more than Id. last year. 
He was inclined to vote for this Amend- 
ment because he thought as a result of the 
double reduction the consumer would 
benefit. He could not follow the hon. 
Member who had just sat down. Accord- 
ing to the hon. Gentleman if the tax 
was reduced by 1d. even until it was 
taken off altogether the consumer would 
get no benefit. He quite agreed that 
when the right hon. Gentleman reduced 
the tax on tea or sugar he should reduce 
it by such an amount and in such a 
way that the whole of the_ benefit 
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had lost £2,500,000 a year, an amount 
which might not only have been devoted 
to the reduction of the tea duty, but also 
to forming a valuable nucleus for old 
age pensions. Because he agreed with 
his hon. friend in reducing this tax, 
and because he thought the proposed 
reduction of Id. would benefit the 
consumer, he supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
said it was seldom he disagreed with his 
noble friend the Member for East 
Marylebone, but on this occasion he 
could not accept or adopt the argument 
he had put forward that there was a 
great deal to be said in favour of retaining 
the tax in its present form because it was 
likely to bring home to the working 
classes a sense of their national respon- 
sibility. That was an argument that 
might equally be addressed either to an 
increase or a decrease in all indirect 
taxation. In his opinion indirect taxation 
upon tea and sugar pressed with undue 
and disproportionate harshness upon the 
poorest classes. He desired to make 
one or two observations on that, and 
to call attention to the guidance that 
had been given to us in this matter 
by the practice in other countries. We 
were the only English speaking race who 
imposed any taxation on tea, and if we 
had regard to foreign countries, in Ger- 
many the duty amounted to 14d., in 
Sweden 3d. and in Denmark 4d. In 
this country, where we were inflexibly 
determined that there should be no taxes 
on food, we raised a revenue of £6,000,000 
upon tea. He did not imagine that 
any change had taken place in the circum- 
stances of the country during the last 
twelve months which would entitle any- 
one to say that the reduction of 1d. this 
year would not go to the consumer, but 
that last year it did. The question which 
he had asked of the right hon. Gentleman 





should go to the consumer. The right 
hon. Gentleman had lost a valuable source 
of revenue in the coal duty which he 
could have easily devoted to the reduc- 
tion of the tea duty. The result of 
remitting that duty had been of 
advantage to foreign buyers, whilst it 
had been of the greatest disadvantage 
to the consumers in this country. 
The general taxpayers of the country 





last year, and which the right hon. Gentle- 
man necessarily considered before making 
this proposal, was whether the reduction 
of 1d. would really reach the consumer. 
The answer given by the right hon 
Gentleman was that it would. He 
asserted that all the arguments used in 
the House a year ago were applicable 
to-day. He believed that all hon. 
Gentlemen opposite eighteen months 
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ago said they were against food | were not mutually destructive. If 
taxes. There was not one who con- their contention was an honest one, and 


tested an election who would not re- 
member the words on the posters, “ No 
food taxes.”” He therefore trusted he 
would have the support of all hon. 
Members who announced eighteen 
months ago that they were in favour of 
no food taxes. There were very few 
who, having announced that they were 
opposed to all taxes on food, did not 
also announce themselves as being in 
favour of old age pensions, and there- 
fore admitted that the two propositions 


if they had given attention to the financial 
circumstances of the country as a whole 
and were satisfied that it was a practical 
possibility to give old age pensions and 
take off these food taxes they should 
have no hesitation in joining with him 
in supporting the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 
146. (Division List No. 152.) 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Bulfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Ban vury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
Bury,Redmond J.(Tyrone, N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A, Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bollairs, Carlyon 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Bothell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boulton, A. C. F. 

Brace, William 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, Rt. Hn Sir J.T.(Chesh. 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederi+k 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, FE.) 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Fredevi+k 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Mr. F. E. Smith. 


AYES. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew,W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirW m.J.(S. Pancras, W, 
Corbett.C. H.(Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombis, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynder Sir John P. 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lac +y 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Fuller, John Michael F. 
| Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S.) | 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert.J. | 
Glendinning R. G. 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldans, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 


Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cocil B. (Wore’r) | 
Harwood, Georg» 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. FE. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J. M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhonse, Charles E. H. 


| Hodge, John 


Holt, Richard Durning 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N, 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Illingworth, Perey H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

King, Alfred John( Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG.( Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Lamont, Norman 

| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
| Lehmann, R. C. 

| Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 


Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr.Thomas J. 
M’Callum, John M. 


| M*¢ ‘rae, George 


M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Mallet, Charles E. 


| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


Marks,G.Croydon{ Launceston) 
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Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Phillip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price,C. E.(Edinb’gh,(Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

{adford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rendall, Athelstan 

tichards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
{obertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robinson, S. 

tobson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 


Ways 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Rt. Hn.SirAlex. F 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour RtHn.A.J(CityLond. ) 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
3anner, John S. Harmood- 
saring,Capt.Hn.G( Winchester 
Barrie, H.T.( Londonderry N.) 
Barry, E. (Cork 8.) 
3each, Hn. Michac]HughHicks 
Becket, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George 

(‘avendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 

Cecil, Evelyn( Aston Manor) 
(Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ. A( Wore. 

(lark,GeorgeSmith(Belfast,N. 
Clough, William 

Collings, Rt.Hn.J.( Birmingham 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett,T. L.( Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S.) 





| 
| 
| 
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Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) | 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw.CharlesEdw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon.T. (Hawick B.} 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon.’John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,H.J.( Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 


NOES. 


Craig,CaptainJames( Down, E.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Alexander 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean.C.( Barrow-in( Furness 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison( York) 
Faber,Capt. W. V.(Hants, W. ) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Ernest( Berks, East) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Haddock. George R. 

Halpin, JT. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazelton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W. F( BuryS Ediv’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hogan, Michael 
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Vivian, Henry 

Walker,H. De R.(Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 
Waton,SirJohnL.(Leeds,S.) 
Ward,John(Stoke upon Trent) ' 
Ward, W. Dudiey(Southampton 
Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathceart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah U. 
Whitbread, Howard 
White,J.D.(Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, JohnHenry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,SirThomasPalmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 
WilliamsLlewellyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson,J.H.(Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancra., S.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, Walter 

Hunt, Rowland 

Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kelly, George D. 
Kennaway,RtHon.SirJohnH. 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 


| , 
Law. Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 


Lea. Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras E.) 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
MaeVeagh,Jeremiah(Down,S. 
MacVeigh.Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Calmont, Colone! James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, J. J. 

Moore, William 

Nolan, Joseph 

0’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(’Connor, John (Kildare.N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 
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O'Malley, William 
O’Neill,Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker,SirGilbert(Gravesend) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Percy, Earl 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson,J ohn FrederickPeel 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverhampt’p 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


{COMMONS} 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 


| Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 


Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
SmithjHon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Snowden, P. 

Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) — 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
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Thorne, William 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent,Mid) 
Wardle, George J. 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, W.T.(Westhoughton) 
Wymlham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Fletcher and Sir William 
Bull. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liver- | 


pool, Everton) moved to strike out 
the words “until 
wise determines,” and to insert the | 
words, “Until the first day of July, | 
1908.” In previous years he had | 
found that the Resolution invariably ran, | 
“ Until the first day of July in the year” | 
succeeding that in which the Resolution | 
was passed. This year, for some reason | 
or another—and they had a right to an | 
explanation—they found that the charge 
was made a permanent one, and this had | 
been done without any notice, so far as | 
he had been able to gather, having been 
given to the House or to the trades 
interested in either tobacco, beer, or | 
spirits. He had no doubt they would 
hear why it was to be made a permanent 
tax. It was not mentioned by the right | 
hon. Gentleman in his Budget speech, | 
and as regarded tobacco he was certainly | 
astonished to learn that it was now to | 
become a permanent tax instead of being | 
dealt with from year to year. The| 
manufacture of tobacco was rather a/| 
prosperous business, and there was a. 
feeling that these duties ought to he | 
altered so that manufactured tobacco and | 
raw tobacco were put on the same level. | 
At present the duty on manufactured | 
tobacco was comparatively so much higher | 
than the duty on raw tobacco that no | 
manufactured tobacco of any sort or kind | 
came into this country. They who/' 
believed in no duty on raw material and | 
a duty on manufactured articles were not | 
able to understand how the Government | 


could consistently levy these taxes | 
as they were now doing. It had_ 


no doubt added enormously’ to the | 
prosperity of manufacturers in Bristol and | 
other places, and it was a distinct | 





Parliament  other- | 


| preference against the importation of 
manufactured articles from other places. 
No doubt, when they advocated their 
principle of tariff reform they would 
bring up the fact of the prosperity of 
this industry, which showed dividends 
of twenty or thirty per cent. They 
would be able to illustrate their case by 
reference to the manufactured tobacco 
industry, and if the House did not accept 
the views of tariff reformers, at afl events 
they should accept their own views and put 
raw tobacco and manufactured tobacco on 
an equality, so that there should be no 


| preference or difference between them. 


He wanted to know why the duty was 
to be made permanent instead of tem- 
porary, and why the excise duties on beer 


' and spirits, raised for war purposes, were 


to be for all time, instead of for the year, 
when they could be brought up for 
discussion again another year. He 
certainly felt called upon to express his 
surprise that the Resolution was in this 
form, instead of being annual—a_ plan 
which would enable those interested in 
the trades affected to have questions 
properly analysed and discussed, so that 
they might know where they were. He 
begged to move. 


Sir F. BANBURY, in seconding the 
Amendment, said the object of his 
hon. friend was to preserve the oppor- 
tunity which had existed for the last 
thirty or forty years, probably longer, in 
that House, of discussing Resolutions 
with reference to these particular 
taxes. These taxes had been raised to 
the height at which they stood at the pre- 
sent moment because it was necessary to 
provide funds to carry on the war. They 
were war taxes, yet not a single farthing 
had been reduced since the war. It had 
always been hoped that when the finances 
of the country permitted, the taxes which 
were raised during the war would be 
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reduced, if not to their former level, at 
any rate to a lower limit than that at 
which they now stood. The only reason 
that he could see why the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer sought to make these 
taxes permanent was either that he saw 
no hope that the revenue would increase 
—which did not bear out the statements 
which he had made in introducing the 
Budget—or else that he was determined 
that under no circumstances should these 
taxes ever be reduced, and therefore 
made them permanent in the hope 
that they would be lost sight of 
by the people who were paying them, 
and by Members of the House. He 
could see no reason why this course 
should be taken. If the taxes in their 
present form were just, if they were 
necessary to meet the requirements of 
the country, why should not the House 
of Commons have an opportunity of con- 
sidering them on the Resolutions as 
it had done from time immemorial ! 
He had little doubt that a great number 
of Chancellors of the Exchequer would 
like to have done this had they dared, 
but he did not believe his right hon. 
friend below him would have dared, 
because he would at once have been met 
by such a protest from the other side 
of the House. He had great pleasure in 
seconding the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ Parliament other- 
wise dete: mine,’ and insert the words ‘ the first 
day of July, nineteen hundred and eight.’ ”— 
(Mr. Harmood-Bunner.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
said Resolution.” 


Mr. ASQUITH said the hon. Member 
opposite was perfectly entitled to raise 
this question, and he regretted that in 
compressing his speech, in consideration 
for the House, as much as he could, he 
omitted this particular point. No doubt 
he ought to have referred to it. But it 
was completely covered by the statement 
he made, that for the time being these 
war-taxes ought to be regarded as taxes 
of a permanent character. But the 
objection taken by the hon. baronet was 
a most extraordinary one. He seemed 
to think that there was something 
unconstitutional in having a tax for all 
time until Parliament otherwise inter- 
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fered, and that the proper and normal 
course was to get taxation renewed annu- 
ally by the Finance Act of the year. They 
could not have had a more remarkable 
illustration than the case now before them. 
These duties on tobacco, beer and spirits 
were small extra taxes which were 
imposed in the year }900, and not from 
time immemorial. They were small 
additional duties put on for the purposes 
of the war, but the actual duties on beer, 
spirits and tobacco were permanent duties 
which never came under the review of 
Parliament. The right hon. Baronet 
seemed to think that they were commit- 
ting a gross infraction of the Constitution 
in passing these heavy duties once for all, 
and because he made a change in 
assimilating these additions with the 
particular taxes to which they belonged 
and treating them as part of the general 
taxation. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that was one 
of the great reasons why he objected, 
because these were duties which were 
imposed for the purposes of the war, 
and it was presumed that when the 
war was over they might be taken off. 
It was now proposed to make them 
permanent. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that these small 
additional duties on beer, spirits, and 
tobacco, and on luxuries, were put onat the 
time of the war, and he did not think that 
they ought to be exposed to the necessity 
of every year renewing them for another 
year, which they did not do in the case 
of normal taxation, with two exceptions— 
the tea duty, on which there was a Resolu- 
tion to enable the House to review the 
whole of the indirect taxation, and the 
income-tax Resolution,to enable the House 
to review the whole of our direct taxation. 
His proposition was that these small 
additions to the taxes should take their 
place as part of the permanent taxation. 
By taking that course they saved two 
clauses in the Finance Bill every year. 
He felt sure that his right hon. prede- 
cessor had been subjected to the same 
temptation as he had been, but that was 
the advantage, provided that no question 
of principle was involved. He was sure 
the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
have been very glad to have saved these 
two clauses, but he would certainly have 
been exposed to a good deal of opposition 
and a good deal of criticism from some of 
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his supporters if he had selected these 
two taxes. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
correctly stated the constitutional posi- 
tion. It was necessary that the House 
should keep a sufficient control, and an 
annual control, over the taxation of the 
country, but all that had been required 
was that enough should be retained under 
the annual purview to make that annual 


{COMMONS} 





purview effective. He had expressed his 
opinion upon this point when he was 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, and 
his view was that that object was 
sufficiently secured by retaining the tea 
duty and income-tax as subjects for annual 
review. It was quite true that the 
change which the right hon. Gentleman 
now proposed indicated a confession, or 
a decision, on his part which had not 
been avowed by his predecessors. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had stated 
that he intended these duties and the 
sugar duty to be permanent, and they 
were to be enacted once for all without 
being brought under annual review by 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman | 
had now stated that he saw no chance | 
of giving any relief from these taxes. 
it did not necessarily follow that hon. 
Members need take the same view. 
As one who had been Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and who had experienced the 
temptation to which the right hon, Gentle- 
man had succumbed, he did not think his | 
present attitude was unreasonable. He | 
had himself expressed a desire for the | 
simplification of their financial procedure, | 
and he did not oppose the alteration | 
which was now, being made. He had been | 

| 





Chancellor of the Exchequer for two years 
when the Budget was treated in a most 
contentious spirit by the then Opposition, 
and every opportunity was taken to raise | 
discussions in order to delay progress and | 
extend the length of time occupied by | 
his proposals. The Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer had carried out certain small 
alterations which he would have been | 
glad to have adopted, but he was pre- 
vented from doing so on account of the | 
character of the opposition offered to his | 
proposals. He was glad the Party oppo- | 
site were now having greater regard for | 
| 
| 





common sense, and were apparently 
willing to unsay what they said with so 
much vehemence only a couple of years 
ago. 


Mr. Asquith. 
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Mr. RAWLINSON said the right hon. 


Gentleman did not seem to appreciate 
the importance of the Amendment. In 
the year 1900 a special and extra tax 
was put on particular branches of in- 
dustry, including the tobacco trade, and 
the spirit duties were also increased, 
Those engaged in the tobacco trade were 
prepared to put up with that extra burden 
as an emergency tax, simply because it 
was a temporary tax which would come 
before Parliament year by year. In that 
wav those who objected to it were aff rded 
an opportunity to oppose. He did not, 
however, intend to raise any objection 
to this form of taxation being continued, 
as he quite appreciated the argument 
which had been used by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. That, however, was 
not the point of the Amendment. The 
objection now taken was that they were 
making this tax into a permanent one 
instead of its remaining to be considered 
from year to year. Next year they 
might have no opportunity of discussing 
this proposal, or at any rate they would 
not have the same opportunity. He was 
aware that it could be raised upon a new 
clause, but that would be a hopeless way 
of discussing it. He thought this was a 
very important point, and the back 
benches on both sides of the House 
particularly ought carefully to consider 
the Amendment as being one which 
should commend itself to the common 
sense of the House generally. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing) protested against the assumption 
that this tax should be made permanent. 
It should not be overlooked that a 
particular trade was being severely and 
heavily penalised by the extra duty 
placed upon it for war purposes and for 
war purposes only. At the present time 
the tax was operating to the detriment 
of that trade, and it was proposed to 
continue the tax without further refer- 
ence to the House each year. The 
question had been argued by the trade 
concerned, and their views had _ been 
several times placed before the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. The trade 
affected thought the present sugar tax 
pressed very unfairly upon them and 
upon those who held shares in the com- 
panies engaged in the trade. It had 
been shown that this trade already bore 
more than its fair share of the burden 
of taxation. He did not think the 
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Amendment had been fully understood. | Act and so removed from the purview 


The words now suggested were “ until Par- 
liament shall otherwise determine,” and 
the reason the Amendment was brought 
forward was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer wished to make this tax 
a permanent charge. He _ thought 
there was good reason for the pro- 
position which had been made, and he 
would certainly support the Amendment 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said he 
agreed with the view that this Resolution 
would undoubtedly have the effect 
of removing certain duties from the 
purview of the House. It was for the 
House to determine whether 
was a wise 
might be most desirable from the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer’s point of view | 


that discussion should be limited, but 
that was not the opinion of the con- 
stituencies which sent Members to the 
House. They were sent there to control 
the financial business of the country, and 
if they passed this Resolution, they would 
put away from their yearly control cer- 
tain important matters in connection 
with taxation. When hon. Members 
opposite were in Opposition they main- 
tained that such questions should be 
argued as frequently as required. The 
position remained the same to-day. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. | 


Member is not addressing himself to the 
question before the House. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said he | 
that in- | 


was endeavouring to show 
direct taxation such as the tea duty 
should not be removed from the pur- 
view of the House. In view of the 
extreme importance of the matter he 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to reconsider its bearings. No doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman had a hard 
heart and a face of flint in this matter, 
but he would some day be in Opposition, 
when 
Budget proposals of other Governments. 
Was it wise by passing this Resolution to 
shut the door and prevent the opportunity 
of criticising on all occasions the financial 


proposals which might come from Govern- | 


ments in the future? They had been 
threatened with the possibility of tariff 
duties enacted in the shape of Budget 
proposals. Were they to be told that 
these duties were to be relegated into an 





that | 
proceeding or not. It, 


he would desire to review the! 


and discussion of the House ? He appealed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
yield to those considerations which were 
| urged in a public interest. 





Mr. ASQUITH said the hon. Member 
| had largely exaggerated the dimensions 
| of the question. There was no question 
'and no possibility of removing the dis- 
| cussion of these things from the purview 
| of the House by making the change now 
| proposed. Next year the hon. Member 
| would be able to discuss these matters 
| first on the general discussion on the 
| Budget Resolutions when everything 
was in order. He would not be able, it 
was true, to discuss them on Report, but 
he would be able to discuss them on 
the Second Reading, a third time when 
moving a clause in Committee, a fourth 
'time on Report, and a fifth time on the 
Third Reading. He would have five 
distinct opportunities for discussing such 
matters, even after this revolutionary 
change had taken place. [An Hon. 
Mraper: Procedure.| He was assuming 
that things remained as they were. He 
was more conservative than his hon. 
friend who interrupted. His hon. friend 
would have full opportunity of discussing 
the tariff duties which bulked so largely 
| in his imagination. 





Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said he 
fully accepted the right hon. Gentle- 
/man’s assurance that they would be 
|able to discuss all these matters four 
or five times, supposing that the 
Government did not bring in a new 
|sot of Rules. But it still remained 
| true that even under that assump- 
‘tion they would be discussing these 
| pecteenler taxes as part of — the 
permanent taxes of the country, or what 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer called 
|the taxes existing for the time being. 
| Under the existing state of affairs they 
| could say, and in his opinion they ought 
to say, that these were additional 
|taxes put on because of the war 
|and were of an exceptional character 
| because they were war taxes. But if 
‘the Amendment was not carried they 
might next year discuss these taxes four 
or five times, not as exceptional but 
| as part of the permanent taxation. The 
| case of himself and his friends was that 
| taxes which might be quite appropriate 
in order to defray the charges of a war 
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were not obviously the best taxes to be; Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N_) said 
continued in time of peace. The Chan- | the Chancellor of the Exchequer began his 
cellor of the Exchequer the other day | explanation with a bull. He said the tax 
said that they must not only consider the | was put on permanently for the time 
taxes imposed in the duration of war, but | being. If he might reply with an Irish 
also in the years that elapsed afterwards, | bull, he would say that he entirely agreed 
during which they were paying off war | with the mover of the Amendment, that 
debt. The right hon. Gentleman did ‘instead of the tax being permanent for 
not seem to have the courage of that | the time being, it ought to be temporary 


Ways 








opinion. According to his argument they 
ought to pay a 2s. income-tax. The war 
taxes had always been chosen in order 
to bring home to the people of the 
country the huge responsibility which 
they incurred when they went to war. 
They had been exceptional in their char- 
acter and they ought not to be made 
permanent. They ought not to be told 
that they were as proper in time of peace 
as, he admitted, they were proper in time 
of war. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) said he differed from the 
view expressed by hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House. He 
could not imagine more appropriate taxes 
than those on spirits and tobacco, and he 
congratulated the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on having made these war taxes 
a permanent part of the system of taxation. 
He looked to the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that the duties on drink, even at 
the present time, had not reached their 
normal proportion as compared with the 
period before the war. The amount 
raised from taxation of drink before the 
war was 28 per cent of the expenditure of 
the country. 


| for all time. He agreed with the hon. 
| Member for the Camlachie division that 
‘the reason for this change on the 
| part of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was that it was part of the larger policy 
of muzzling the House of Commons, 
stifling discussion in the House, absolutely 
ignoring, wherever possible, the will of 
the House, except when dictated by 
Nationalists or Labour Members. He 
appealed to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to remember that Irish Mem- 
bers had now a special interest in the 
question of tobacco. Oniy two days 
ago the Member for East Clare had intro- 
duced an Irish Tobacco Bill. He had 
the pleasure the other day of smoking an 
Irish cigarette given to him by the hon. 
Member, from which he suffered no evil 
effect. And indeed it had so soothing 
an influence on him that he could not 
help feeling that Irish grown tobacco 
might have far reaching political results, 
He would ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to remember that this tobacco 
question might be-— 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is 
not a proper matter for discussion now. 
This is a customs duty, not an excise 
duty. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques- | 


tion before the House is whether this tax | 


should be made a permanent part of our 
taxation or be renewed every year. 


Mr. LEIF JONES 
leave that poiut. 
wished to make was that there was still 
£150,000,000 of war debt unpaid, and so 
long as that remained it seemed to him 
that these taxes were properly part of 
taxation. If they were rightly put on at 


said he would 


the time of the war, the position now | 


required that they should be continued 
until the debt was paid off. Seeing that 
the taxes brought in £2,000,000 a year, 
about seventy-five years hence would be 
the time for their successors to consider 
the question of taking them off. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he was 
going to appeal to the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer not to make permanent a tax 
which might affect Irish tobacco in 
future. 


The point he specially | 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said that they ali knew, unfortunately, 
what had happened to the income-tax. It 
had been increased from &d. to ls. 2d., and 
was now at ls., although many of them 
hed been hoping that it would have been 
still further reduced this year. What 
had happened in regard to tho income- 
tax would happen to the particular tax 
the House was now discussing if the 
Amendment of bis hon. friend was not 
carried. They all knew that if an 
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appearance of permanency was given to 
a tax it was difficult to reduce it after- 
wards. He joined most heartily in the 
appeal of his hon. friend that this tax 
should not be made permanent. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ha:l said that 
the House had five distinct opportunities 
of discussing these taxes; but he did not 
see that it would make much difference if 
the House was allowed to discuss them 
a sixth time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) asked the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he would be good enough, 
when framing his next year’s Budget, 
to bear in mind the promise which the 
Secretary to the Treasury gave to the 
Standing Committee on the Irish Tobacco 
Bill, that arrangements would be made for 
dealing with the future growth of tobacco 
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in Ireland, so as to make that measure 
operative. 


and Means. 


*Mer. DEPUTY-SPEAKER having 
stated that the question of Irish tobacco 
was a matter of excise and not germane 
to this resolution, 


Mr. ASQUITH said that the hon. 
Gentleman might be quite sure that 


he would not forget the assurances 
given by his hon. friend the Secretary 
to the Treasury. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
that met his point, and he was muca 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 
122. (Division List No. 153.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, JosephA.( Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset | 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’ a 
Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,SirJ. H.( Essex, Romf’ rd | 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boulton, A. C. F. 

Brace, William 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner Rt. Hn. Sir. J.T. (Chesh. 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. HnRichard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Clarke, ©. 
| Cleland J. W. 

| Clough, William 
Clynes, J.R. 


Cobbold, Felix T 
Corbett, A. Came 


Cowan, W. H 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. 
Cremer, Wi liam 
Crombie, 
Crooks, William 


Dewar, Arthur ( 
Duckworth, 
Edwards, Frank 


Elibank, Master 


Essex, R. W. 


T. R. 


Ferens, 


Fullerton, Hugh 
Gill, A. H. 








Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Goddard (Peckham) 


Coats, Sir f.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 


Corbett,C, H.(Sussex, EGrinst’ d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 


John William 


Crossley, William J. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynde 
James 

Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall) 


Erskine, David . 


Esslemont, Geor: 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Everett, R. Lace 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Mic 
Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford, S. 


Gladstone, Rt. Ha. HerbertJohn 
Glendinning, R. G. 


Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 5S. 

Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhousg, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holden, EK. Hopkinson 

Holt, Richard Durning 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Perey H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


hornley 
‘ron (Glasgow) | | 


S. 


(Tynemouth) | 
Randal 


Edinburgh,S. ) 


r, Sir John P. 
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Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. PancrasE.) | 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) | 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt.Hon. David | 
Lough, Thomas 
Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs | 
Mackarness, Frederic C. | 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down,§S. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Taren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Mansfield, H. Rendall( Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 

O’ Grady, J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


Abraham, William(Cork N.E.) 
Acland-Hood Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher. Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.(Winchester 
Barnard, E. B. 

3arry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, LordR.(Marylebone, E.) 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’ th 


Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’ mpt’n | 


Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee | 


Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Scarisbrick, 'T. T. L. 


Sehwann,Sir C.E.(Manchester) | 
Scott, A. H.( Ashton-under-Lyne | 


Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

See ly, Major i B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


NOES. 


Clark,George Smith( Belfast, N. 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig.CharlesCurtis (Antrim,S.) 
Craig,CaptainJames( Down, E.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Alexander 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doughty. Sir George 

Douglas Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East 
Ginnell, L. 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J. 
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Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen. £.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,¥J. W. H.(Somerset,E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke-upon-Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Whitbread, Howard 

White,J. D.( Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,JohnHenry( Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir ThomasPalmer 
Wiles, Thomas” 

Wilki . Alexander 

Williams Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,.J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


and Means. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hogan, Michael 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnl. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 
Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Mason, James F. (Wirdsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, J.J. _ | 2 
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Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph 

0’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
0’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0’ Dowd, John 

0’ Hare, Patrick 

0’ Malley, William 

0’ Mara, James 

0’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
0’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker,Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 


Sheehy, David 


Starkey, John 





Resolution agreed to, 


Third Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS moved 
that the words “until Parliament other- 
wise determine” be omitted in order to 
insers “until the 4th of July.” He said 
his object was to draw the attention 
of the House to the peculiarity of the duty 
on spirit. The same charge was levied 
per gallon upon new spirit as upon old, 
and the amount of the duty depended 


upon the amount of aleohol present in | 
There was a con- | 
siderable difference, which was acknow- | 


the spirit per gallon. 


ledged, in the spirit, some being fiery and 
some not. He was quite aware of the 
medical point of view about mild and 
matured spirit, but of course the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer wanted to get 
all the funds he could from this tax upon 
whiskey, although, inconsistently enough, 
the House of Commons was in favour of 


the reduction of the evils of intoxication. | 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER ruled the | 
hon. Member out of order on the ground | 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thorne, William 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hoa. Lionel 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 
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ind Means. 


Smith, F. E.( Liverpool, Walton) 


R. TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Harmood- BannerandColonel 
Lockwood. 


| that these hire purchase agreements 
in regard to chattels took various forms, 
and the question of what stamp 
they should bear had given rise to great 
diversity of opinion on that practice. 
There were three possible categories into 
which they might fall. The first was that 
of an agreement relating to the sale of 
| goods, which was exempt from the stamp 
duty altogether. In the second place, 
the duty might be tveated and had been 
treated as that upon a deed or covenant, 
under which it was liable to a high rate 
of duty ; and then it might be treated as 
an ordinary agreement, which was liable 
to asixpenny stamp. What the Govern- 
| ment proposed was to establish uniformity 
of practice, and to have one uniform 
sixpenny stamp. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said that he 
/ understood that under this amendment 
of the Jaw a hire purchase agreement up 
| to £500 was to be treated as an ordinary 
agreement. 


Mr. ASQUITH: That is so. 


that his remarks did not come within the | 


purview of the Resolution. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Fourth Resolution read a second time. 


Sir F. BANBURY alled atten- 
tion to the question of the stamp 
duty upon hire purchase agreements. 
No doubt the system was capable of 
many abuses. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


himself had said that these agreements 


led to a great many abuses. 


Mr. ASQUITH 
was a technical one. 


said the 
The truth was 








Mr. RAWLINSON said that in that 
case he had no objection, as he under- 
stood that there was to be no attempt to 
overrule the law, and no ad valorem duty. 


| Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
| E.R., Holderness) inquired if the change 
| would have any effect upon the revenue. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I cannot say whether 
it will or will not. It may have, but at 
| any rate it will be very slight. 


Resolution agreed to. 


point | 


Fifth Resolution read a second time 
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*Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) 


asked for some explanation. 


Mr. ASQUITH thought it would 
perhaps save time if he volunteered an 
explanation as far as he was able to give 
it. The Question arose under Section 21 
of the Finance Act of 1896, and in order 
to understand the situation created by 
that section, he would remind the House 
that before Sir William Harcourt’s 
Finance Act of 1894, Mr. Goschen, when 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, by 
the Finance Act of 1888 increased the 
succession duties by certain percentages. 
In 1889, the right hon. Gentleman went 
a step farther and proposed a further 
estate duty, the object of which was 
subsequently carried out by the Act of 
1894. These proposals were carried out 
effectively by the Act of 1894, but the 
Act of 1896 made them permanent, and 
prevented overlapping of the two sets of 
duties. It provided that Goschen’s en- 
hancement should not be levied in 
addition to the Harcourt enhancement. 
The whole object was that the value 
should be taken at the present value of 
the estate. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for his explanation, 
which, however, did not cover the point 
that he wished to raise. So far as he 
could gather from reading the Act of 
1896, the result was that where a man 
had died setting up a trust by his will, the 
duty which was paid or payable on his 
death on the amount of his property 
which was-the subject of that trust was 
to be deducted from the amount which 
was paid on the death of the cestui que 
trust. 


Mr. ASQUITH said that must be so, | 


because that applied to deaths which took | 


place prior to 1904. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said he took it 
that under the Finance Act of 1896 the 
amount deducted was the actual sum paid 
or payable on the death of the tes- 
tator. The proposal now before the 
House would, however, do away with 
that, and would enact that the amount 
deducted should be the amount that 
would have been paid or payable if 
the assessment had taken place at the 
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time of the second death and not at the 
time of the first. 


Mr. ASQUITH: At the time when 


the estate duty becomes payable—yes. 


*Mr. ‘COURTHOPE asked whether 
that might not lead to great hardships. 


Mr. ASQUITH said it might in some 
cases, but on the balance of cases he did 
not think it would. Where one man 
would lose another man would gain, and 
it was an advantage to have a fixed date. 
In this case there would be the very 
great advantage of knowing exactly what 
was the date. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said the right hon. 

Gentleman would admit that there was 
no doubt as to the amount which was 
paid or payable on the death of the 
testator, but now quite a different sum 
might be deducted on the death of the 
cestui que trust. In some cases that would 
lead to great injustice, and he hardly 
thought it was possible to justify one 
person receiving less than he ought, or, 
to put it the other way, paying more 
than he ought because another man paid 
less than he ought. 


Mr. ASQUITH pointed out that the 
capital value in respect to which they 
had to make a deduction was a capital 
value which need not have been valued 
at the death of the testator, and was 
therefore speculative. The duty was 
therefore speculative. ‘They would now 
know definitely what duty was payable. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said that the 
amount was not hypothetical, because 
it was the amount either paid or payable. 
It must therefore have been assessed at 
the time of the first death. He still 
failed to appreciate the right hon. Gentle- 
men’s contention, but the matter was 
really so technical that he would not 
discuss it further with him to-day. 


Mr. ASQUITH: We will discuss it 
again in Committee. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Siath Resolution read a second time. 
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Sir F. BANBURY moved to omit the 
words “for the current financial year.” 
It was this pernianent annual charge that 
constituted the new sinking fund, and it 
was fixed with the object of using the 
balance that remained after paying the 
interest on the permanent charge for 
the reduction of the National Debt. It 
was fixed at a permanent sum in order 
that any Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should not be tempted to take away from 
that amount in times of prosperity any- 
thing which might properly go to the 
reduction of debt. It was true that the 
amount was changed at the South 
African War and that a portion of 
that which ought to have been devoted 
to the reduction of debt was used for the 
purposes of the war. But as soon as the 
war Was over the amount was again 
altered, and the permanent debt charge 
of £28,000,000 was reinstated. The 
Chanceilor of the Exchequer proposed to 
increase the charge by £1,500,000. But 
the advantage of this increase would be 
lost unless the words to which he had 
drawn attention were left out, because 
unless those words were omitted the 
Resolution did not make the permanent 
charge for the service of the Debt 
£29,500,000 ; it only made the amount 
£29,500,000 for this year, and next year 
they might go back to £28,000,000. That 
was not the desire of the bulk of the 
Party opposite. Their object had always 
been that the permanent burden of debt 
should be reduced. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself had said that the war 
had added £138,000,000 to the Debt, and 
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that that ought to be reduced as soon as | 


possible ; and one hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site had said that even if taxes had to 
be imposed for seventy-five years they 
ought to be imposed until the Debt was 
reduced. To a certain extent he agreed. 
He did not contend that they should lay 
down a hard and fast rule that till that 
£138,000,000 was paid they should not 
reduce the sum put aside for the reduc- 
tion of permanent Debt, but he did 
say that in times of prosperity the sum 
put aside might reasonably be increased. 
The right hon. Gentleman had increased 
it by £1,500,000, and when that was first 
known in the city there was a natural 
feeling that it was going to do some- 
thing towards the reduction of Debt. 
VOL, CLXXIII. [Fourtu Series. } 
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But when it was found it was only for a 
year it became apparent that it was not 
really an increase that would have any 
effect on the reduction of debt during the 
next five or six years. He claimed the 
support of all hon. Gentlemen on the 
Ministerial side of the House who had 
pledged themselves to take steps to re- 
habilitate the credit of the country. He 
begged to move. 


and Means. 


Caprrain CRAIG said he seconded 
the Amendment for the reason that on 
the face of the Resolution it appeared 
to be a permanent annual charge, and to 
have a “ permanent annual charge” for 
only one year appeared to him to be an 
anomaly. He objected as strongly as his 
hon. friend below him to turning this 
permanent charge into an annual one, 
because there was no meaning in having 
a sinking fund of such gigantic magni- 
tude to reduce the indebtedness of the 
nation if they were called upon to con- 
sider whether it should be added to by 
half a million or a quarter of a million, as 
the case might be, thus leaving them 
perpetually in doubt what the permanent 
annual charge for the Debt was to be. 
The country should know what the 
financial ideas of the Treasury really 
were at all times while the Government 
was in power ; and he thought the House 
would appreciate very much the right 
hon. Gentleman’s giving an explanation 
of what was intended on this particu- 
lar occasion, because this £1,500,000 
might be added this year only, and 
next year be taken away for 
some other purpose. The right hon. 
Gentleman should enlighten them as to 
his reason for putting in the words 
“for the current financial year.” Did 
it mean that he had ear-marked this 
£1,500,000 for some definite purpose 
next year? The House would be very 
grateful if he would make some state- 
ment as to whether the sum was to be 
the foundation of a scheme of old-age 
pensions. It would be a very small 
foundation. Instead of having to open and 
reopen this question annually, the Govern- 
ment should make a definite statement 
of what their intentions were, and 
in that way relieve any- anxiety the 
House and the country might feel con- 
cerning the chopping and changing 
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which he was sorry this suggestion was | 


going to introduce into the _ per- 
manent annual charges of the country. 
There was no sounder basis for finance 
than a settled policy. If this was to be 
a settled policy, he was sure the 
right hon. Gentleman would have no 
objection to accepting his hon. friend’s 
Amendment; if it was not to be a 
settled policy, at all events the right 
hon. Gentleman would be able to throw 
some light on what appeared to be 
a not very satisfactory innovation. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘““To leave out the words ‘for the current 
financial year’ ”"—(Sir F. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
said Resolution.” 


Mr. ASQUITH said the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down had not 
done him the honour to listen to or read 
his Budget speech, which gave explicitly 
the whole of the information for which 
he now asked. 


Captain CRAIG said he had read | 
every word of the speech, but he did not | 


think this point had been made as clear 
as it might have been. 
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Mr. ASQUITH said that at any rate 
what he stated then and what he stated 
now was that this £1,500,000 was to 
be used for the purpose of the new 
sinking fund, and he explained the 
ground on which he asked the House 
to assent to that course, and he also 
explained what his intentions 
with regard to it. The phraseology of 
this particular clause was, he confessed, 
open to a certain amount of criticism on 
the ground of grammar, or at any rate of 
style. ‘“ Permanent annual charge for the 
current year,” seemed rather an incon- 
gruous juxtaposition of phrases. The 
words “ permanent annual charge” were 
taken from the Act of 1875, and the 
phrase had been used ever since the 
Customs Acts and Revenue Acts to 
describe in a compendious way the sum 
that in any year was set aside for the 
purposes of interest, management, and 
new sinkingfund. It meant that the sum 
referred to in the Act of 1875 should, 
from this year, be the sum ef £1,500,000, 
He hoped that, with this explanation, it 
would be seen that, having regard to the 
Act, he could not put it in a different 


were 


| form. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 
57. (Division List No. 154.) 
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Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Moore, William 

Rawlinson, JohnFrederick Peel 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. W. H (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Frederick Banbury and 
Captain Craig. 


Mr. ASQUITH said the local taxa- 


they should suspend further proceedings | tion Resolution was so generally accepted 
on the Budget Resolutions as far as to- | that there would be no disposition to 





night was concerned, on the understanding 
that they should take them as the first 
Order next Wednesday, when he hoped 
that an hour—he meant a reasonably 
elastic hour—would be sufficient to dispose 


of them. The Government proposed to_ 
adopt that course. He included, of course, | 


the local taxation Resolution. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


discuss it at length at this stage. They 
| would, of course, be able to discuss it in 
‘the Bill. He would, however, put it 
|down for Wednesday and allow another 
| half hour. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the right hon. Gentleman had met them 
in a friendly spirit and he would do his 
| best to co-operate with him in that 
| respect. 


the Opposition would be glad to accept | 


his proposal. He wished to point out, 
however, that the local taxation Resolu- 
tion was not put down for to-night, and 
it was not, therefore, part of the business 


that could have been proceeded with after | 


eleven o'clock. Although he did not 


Resolution agreed to. 


Seventh Resolution agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [24TH ApRIL] 
REPORT. 


Resolutions reported : 


think that proposal would require any | 


prolonged discussion, he knew that one or | 
two hon. Members desired to elicit some | 


further information. He hoped, there- 
fore, that local taxation would not be 
included within the elastic hour. 


INCOME TAX. 
| 1, “That income-tax shall be charged 
for the year beginning the sixth day of 
| April, nineteen hundred and seven, at 
| the rate of one shilling in the pound.” 
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ESTATE DUTY. 
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jestate duty under section seventeen of 


and Means. 958 


2, “That in the case of persons dying | The Finance Act, 1894, be amended so 
on or after the nineteenth day of April, | that— 
nineteen hundred and seven, the rates of ' 





Where the Principal Value of the Estate 


Exceeds— 


£ £ 
150,000 and does not exceed 250,000 


Estate Duty shall be payable | 


at the rate per cent. of Instead of 


- | Six pounds 


Seven pounds - 
ten shillings 





250,000 “5 s 500,000 Eight pounds - Seven pounds 
500,000 fe 3% 750,000 | Nine pounds Seven pounds 
ten shillings 
750,000 5 , 1,000,000 | Ten pounds - Seven pounds 
, ten shillings. 
1,000,000 ¥, a 1,500,000 | Ten pounds on one million Fight pounds 
and eleven pounds on the | 
remainder 
1,500,000 re 2,000,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
| and twelve pounds on the | 
remainder | 
2,000,000 “ , 2,500,000 | Ten poundson one million | Eight pounds 
and thirteen pounds on | 
the remainder 
2,500,000 ‘4 54 3,000,000 | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fourteen pounds on 
the remainder 
3,000,000 - - - - - - | Ten pounds on one million | Eight pounds 
and fifteen pounds on the 
remainder 
INCOME TAX (INCLUSION OF ALL of the deductions or repayments exceed 


OFFICES AND EMPLOYMENTS IN 
SCHEDULE E). 
3. “That the income tax charged on 
offices or employments of profit, whether 
public or not, be charged under Schedule 


E. in the The Income Tax Act, 1853.” 


INCOME TAX (LIMITATION ON THE 
AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF DEDUC-. 
TIONS OR REPAYMENTS FOR WEAR 
AND TEAR), 

4. “That no deduction or repayment 
be allowed in any year in respect of the 
diminished value, by reason of wear and 
tear, of any machinery or plant which, 
when added to the deductions or repay- 
ments allowed on that account in previous 
years, will make the aggregate amount 


the actual cost of the machinery or 


plant.” 


INCOME TAX (ABOLITION OF REPAY- 
MENTS IN RESPECT OF ASSESSMENT 
ON AVERAGE INCOME). 

5. “That any abatement, relief, or 
repayment of income tax under section 
one hundred and thirty-three of The 
Income Tax Act, 1842, as amended by 
section six of The Revenue Act, 1865, 
shall cease.” 


INCOME-TAX 
TRADES, ETC., 
MENCED). 

6. “That income-tax charged under 


(ASSESSMENT ON 
RECENTLY COM- 


| Schedule D in the Income-Tax Act, 1853, 
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on professions, trades, or vocations shall, | 
in the case of professions, trades, or voca- | 
tions which have been set up or, 
commenced within the three years on | 
which the average income is to be com- 

puted under the Income-Tax Acts or 

within the year of assessment, be chai ged 

with reference to the actual profits or 

gains arising in the year of assessment.” 


First Resolution read a second time :— 
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question of tariff reform was again raised 

the demand for it would come from the 

working classes. What they required’ 
was a small tax of 5 per cent. on manu- 

factured goods —— 


*THE DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The hon. 
Member is not in order in discussing that 
subject. 


Mr. SAMUEL RCBERTS said _ that 


_ all the great authorities on taxation were 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Kcclesall) moved to omit the words “ one | 
shilling” and insert “elevenpence.” In| 
support of this Amendment.he relied | 
upon the statement of former Chancellors 
of the Exchequer who had promised that 
the income-tax payer ought to be the 
first to be relieved. What had happened ? | 
To meet the expenditure upon the war 
the income-tax was raised to a very large 
amount. When the war commenced it 
stood at 8d. It was then raised to 1s., 
then to Is. 2d., and afterwards to 1s. 3d. 
In 1903 it was lowered to 11d., but when 
the corn duty was taken off in 1904 the 
income-tax was again raised to ls., at | 
which figure it now remained. The war 
taxes had been taken off tea, corn, coal, 
and partly off tobacco, but the income- 
taxpayer had received no relief at all. 
In introducing the Budget last year, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that an 
income tax at the uniform rate of 1s. in 
the pound at atime of peace was impos- 
sible to justify. Surely when the right | 
hon. Gentleman made that speech he | 
meant a general reduction of the tax, 
and he had not the subject of differentia- 
tion or graduation in his mind. Clearly 
his meaning was that the tax was too 
high all round. His proposal was that 
relief to the extent of one 1d. in the, 
pound should be given to the income- 
tax payer. He did not quarrel with | 
differentiation, but the tax ought to be 
reduced all round this year, and then the 
right hon. Gentleman might bring in a 
scheme for differentiation next year. | 
Those who sat in Opposition desired to 
impress strongly upon the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that the time had arrived 
when he must find new sources of | 
revenue, and they were anxious to bring 
grist to the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
mill by taxing foreign manufactured 
articles. [Cheers from the Lazour 
BENCHES.] He welcomed those cheers, 
and he ventured to say that when the 





ugainst a high income-tax. They all 
knew that Mr. Gladstone favoured doing 
away with the income-tax altogether, and 
he brought it down to 3d. in 1873, and 
when the Conservative Government came 
into power they reduced it to 2d. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, Further Proceeding was _post- 
poned without Question put, pursuant to 
Standing Order No. 4. 


FAILURE OF SHOP HOURS ACT. 

Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) rose to call attention to the 
failure of the Shop Hours Act, and to 
move—* That, in the opinion of this House, 
more drastic legislation with regard to 
the closing of shops and the hours of 
shop assistants is required.” He said 
that this was not a new question for the 
House. It had been discussed time atter 
time. Many Committees had sat on the 
subject, and many reports had been made, 
but they were in a more favourable posi- 
tion that night, because there had been 
an opportunity of testing some of the 
suggestions which had been made in 
years gone by. It was really to that 
phase of the subject he wished to direct 
attention, namely, the failure of the 
endeavour which had been made by the 
late Government to deal with this subject. 
Many Members opposed the proposals ot 
the late Government at the time they 
were made, preferring the altogether 
different plan embodied in the Bill intro- 
duced by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean for many 
years back. The opposition to the right 
hon. Baronet’s Bill had taken the form 
of a Bill in the name of Lord Avebury. 
Lord Avebury’s ideas on this question 
had been put into operation by the late 
Government, but the Act had failed. 
His hon. friend the Member for the 
Newton Division of Lancashire, who had 
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peen a shop assistant, would tell the | 


House more authoritatively than he 
could do how the Act had worked. The 
present Act was drawn in the optional 
form, its provisions being governed all 
through by the word “may.” He and 
his friends thought the word “shall” 
should govern everything in regard to 
shop hours. It did not deal with the 
hours of the shop assistants; it dealt 
with the hours of closing, which was a far 
different thing. The Act provided that 
the local authority “may” do certain 
things when satisfied that a prima facie 
case had been made out by people desiring 
aclosing order. First of all, a two-thirds 
majority had to be got in favour of a 
closing order. There was no distinction 
made between one who held fifty shops 
and one who held one small shop. They 
were all reckoned on a level. There was 
no compulsion on the local authority to 
apply for a closing order, even when there 
was a two-thirds majority in favour of it. 
Anyone whohad knowledge of the working 
of the Factory Acts knew that such a pro- 


vision would make them absolutely nuga- | 


tory and of no benefit to the operatives. 


In regard to the hours of shop assistants, | 


unless they had compulsory powers there 
was very little use in Parliament spending 
iis time legislating on the subject. 
Avebury prided himself on the fact that 
the Act did not apply to the hours of 
labour, for he found that his Lordship 
had stated that— 

“there was nothing in the Bill to prevent 
employees being kept at work after the door 
of the shop had been closed.” 

That was said for the purpose of prevail- 
ing on certain people to accept even the 
present Act. The fact that the Act had 
heen in operation two years, and that 
the number of orders issued under it 
was very small, proved that something 
different from Lord Avebury’s sugges- 
tions was wanted in regard to this 
matter. In asking for this, he thought 
they could claim the support of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. In a 
speech delivered in the House when 


the present Act was under discussion | 


the right hon. Gentleman expressed 
regret that the then Government had 
not framed its title and scope so as 
to make it possible to introduce Amend- 


ments in Committee to meet cases of | 
common occurrence where shop assistants | 
were employed either before the opening | 
The right | 


or after the closing of shops. 
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hon. Gentleman further said that no 
measure would be really effective which 
did not give the power of compulsorily 
closing shops. The Bill was so framed 


| that Amendments in that direction could 


Lor l } 


not be moved. Such Amendments as 
were competent were moved, but with 
very little success, and the Bill passed 
practically in the form in which it was 
introduced, so far as its main provisions 
were concerned. The Bill of the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean set out that they desired a sixty 
hours week. Some people might say that 
was an impossibility. He had inquired 
as to the hours of assistants in the co- 
operative shops of Darwen whose business 
was chiefly with the working classes. 


| All the arguments as to workmen or 


their wives not being able to make their 
purchases within certain hours applied 
quite as much to these shops as to others. 
He was informed that the hours were 
564 per week. There were fourteen 
days allowed each year for holidays, in 
respect of which no deduction from wages 
was made. He thought that was an 
ideal condition which the private trader 
might try to aim at. If the co-operative 
shops could be carried on successfully 
and increasingly so with these hours, it 
was not too much to ask the House 
to sanction a Resolution which called 
for more drastic legislation on the sub- 
ject. There had been many cases where 
the people concerned had asked the local 
authorities for closing orders under this 
Act and had not succeeded in obtaining 
them, although they had the two-thirds 
majority in favour of the applications. 
At Dover recently twenty-four out of 
twenty-eight hairdressers applied for an 
order, and the town council, which was 
the deciding authority, said that a prima 
facie case had not been made out. So 
far as he was aware a closing order had 
not been applied in that case up to the 
present time. To get a_ two-thirds 
majority to start with was a tremendous 
thing, but, having got that, it was too 
much that the applicants should have to 
face a recalcitrant town council. That 
was a power which should be done away 
with at once. He was glad that the 
Home Secretary had asserted himself 
with regard to applications for the 
revoking of orders. The borough of 
Southwark had asked the revocation of 
an order on the ground that there was a 
sufficient number of people against ib. 
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The right hon. Gentleman said that was 
not sufficient for him ; he wanted proof 
of the opinion of the people. The result 
was that the answer given by the right 
hon. Gentleman was sufficient to check 
the movement for revocation. The 
question of areas also required considera- 
tion. There were twenty-nine local au- 
thorities in London, and as the adminis- 
trative area of each closely adjoined the 
boundaries of one or more of the others, 
it was difficult to apply the closing orders 
in such a manner as to avoid unequal 
treatment. A shopkeeper on one side of 
a street might come within the closing 
order applicable to the area in which his 
premises were situated, while another 
shopkeeper on the other side of the 
street was not required to close his shop 
because no order had been issued in 
regard to the area in which he carried on 
business. The area should be sufficiently 
wide to cover all the shops in that area. 
Attention was called to this matter when 
the Bill was passing through the House, 
but no steps were taken to avoid the 
difficulties which were predicted. That 
was a point which ought to be dealt 
with in any measure which the 
Home Secretary might bring forward 
on the question of shop hours. 
He would take another case, that of 
hairdressers, about whom more orders 
had been issued under the Act by local 
authorities than in regard to all the 
other trades put together. One order 
fixed the closing time for hairdressers at 
9 p.m. on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednes- 
day, on Thursday at 10 p.m., Friday at 
1] p.m. and on Saturday at five minutes 
to 12 o'clock. He supposed that was 
done on religious grounds. It was feared 
that if the assistants were permitted to 
work up to midnight they might have to 
labour for a minute or two on the 
Sabbath! He was told that the only 
town that had successful and satisfactory 
orders was Glasgow, where the hours of 
the shop assistants had been really 
reduced. In the case of forty-eight 
trades the closing hour on Saturday was 
ten o'clock, and on other nights in the 
week eight o'clock. It must also be 
remembered that the Act dealt only with 
closing time. Nothing was said about 
opening time, with the result that in 
many cases assistants who worked late 
had to begin early. He thought the 
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done what they could to make the work- 
ing of the Act successful by sending 
circulars to and approaching town councils 
and tradesmen. But, on the whole, the 
result had been very disappointing. In 
view of the universal failure of the Act, 
the Shop Assistants’ Association had 
approached the right hon. Member for 
the Forest of Dean, who had taken such 
a keen interest in this matter, and the 
Labour Party to bring pressure on the 
Government to deal with the question 
next session. It was not only the shop 
assistants who were dissatisfied, but 
traders interested in the early closing 
movement also demanded better legisla- 
tion. TheShopkeepers’ Association, which 
represented thousands of tradesmen, was 
strongly in favour of more drastic legisla- 
tion. That demand was supported by 
the Drapers’ Journal, which published a 
list of the towns where the Act had been 
an absolute failure, and another article 
pointing out the districts where the hours 
of the shop assistants were seventy hours 
per week, or more. The purpose of his 
Resolution was to draw the attention of 
the Home Secretary to this matter, with 
the view of receiving from him a satis- 
factory assurance that his Department 
had really realised that the present Act 
was inoperative. As he had said, the 
Act on the whole had proved disappoint- 
ing. It must no longer be permissive. 
Less power must be given to the local 
authorities, and more power vested in 
the central authority. He begged to 
move. 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) 
said that in seconding the Resolution he 
had no wish to make an attack on any 
persons who were responsible for the 
original Act. Had it been blessed with a 
less exalted origin he might have been 
tempted to describe it as conceived 
without knowledge and shapen with 
impossible intention. This question had 


| been before the House for forty years, 


and had been discussed by six Commis- 
sions and seven Committees of Inquiry. 
The Labour Party were deeply indebted 
to the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean for his persistent 
attempts to improve the position of shop 
assistants. It was said by the late Lord 
Salisbury that— 

“This is one of the cases in which the two 








Shop Assistants’ Association had taken a 
sensible view of the situation, and had 


Mr. Shackleton. 


Heuses of Parliament occupy a somewhat 
' difficult position. They are asked to legislate 
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as to matters affecting the personal happiness 
and well-being of a very large number of 
persons—a very large class—to which, with 
scarcely any exception, the Members of the 
two Houses do not themselves belong. It is, 
therefore, very difficult for them to know how 
such a measure would affect the comfort of the 
classes concerned.” 

Happily for their cause that was not 
strictly accurate to-day. He himself had 
stood for many years behind the counter 
as a grocer’s assistant ; therefore he spoke 
with some personal knowledge, although 
he would not say that his personal 
knowledge would carry the House very 
far. In his youth he used to start work 
at seven in the morning, finish at nine in 
the evening, and had to be in bed at ten 
o'clock. On Saturdays the shop was kept 
open till eleven o'clock, and it only closed 
then because there was a licence attached 
to the business. The Act had entirely 
failed because it attempted to destroy 
selfishness by permissive agencies. They 
might as well try to prop up an avalanche 
with a lady’s sunshade. This was a 
case, in the words of Professor Sedgewick, 

‘« Where the coercion, either of law or of the 

social sanction, wielded by a deliberate and 
vigorous combination, 1s prima facie in- 
dispensable, except in a perfectly ideal com- 
munity of economic men.” 
From what had been said by his hon. 
friend the Member for Clitheroe, it would 
be acknowledged that they were not yet 
living in that ideal state. They did not 
rely altogether on the case set up by the 
shop assistants themselves, which stated 
that the present Act entirely failed 
because of the avarice of a few. The 
Draper, which was an influential journal, 
said— 

“There is no longer any disguising the fact 
that the Shop Hours Act has proved a dismal 
failure.” 

They made exhaustive inquiries in 175 
towns, and found exactly the contrary of 
what they expected. Long hours pre- 
vailed, and no application had been made 
to the local authority for Orders. In 
some cases, where the hours were very 
long and application had been made for 
Orders, they had not been granted. In 
other cases where application had been 
made for an Order, it was where reduced 
hours had been in vogue for years. The 
Grocer newspaper in 1904 described the 
Act as a legislative steeplechase, and, 
after quoting its various clauses, said that 
even this legislative steeplechase was not 
run in accordance with the fair rules of 
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sport, and that the people who were the 
non-starters could take away the prize. 
They found that the local authorities 
could refuse, and had refused, to make 
Orders, and that town clerks could 
dictate the conditions of the Orders. 
The town clerk of Burnley had laid it 
down, in reference to this matter, that a 
shopkeeper could vote according to the 
number of trades carrisd on under one 
roof. Many shopkeepers carried on 
trades which were not allied to their 
ordinary business. For instance, many 
grocers sold floorcloth, and while the 
seller would have the right to vote as 
a grocer, he would also have the right 
to vote as a dealer in floorcloth. A 
grocer might also sell pills and other 
things, and in that way he might get 
eight or ten votes. Then, as the deputa- 
tion pointed out, it was impossible to get 
over the objections of the town clerk of 
Burnley, because every person might 
vote by proxy. There was no doubt 
about it that London was a great diffi- 
culty in regard to all social reform, owing 
to the different regulations which were 
imposed in different parts. To bring the 
Act into operation would cost each 
borough £59, and they did not apply for 
a closing order because it could be so 
easily upset. In Camberwell, taking 
the hours of the shops and striking an 
average, the shop assistants were liable 
to work seventy-five hours a week. It 
was useless to occupy the time of the 
House by talking of voluntary effort. 
Voluntary effort had been preached for 
forty or fifty years by well intentioned 
people, but it had broken down, and 
assistants engaged in grocers , fishmongers’ 
and poulterers’ businesses worked from 
7 a.m. to 9 p.m. and from 7 a.m. to 12 
midnight. Surely that statement was 
eloquent testimony to the fact that, while 
we as a nation objected to slavery, it was 
still permitted in the British Islands. 
The question was, in his view, eminently 
one for speedy and effective legislation. 
Many employers of labour were dis- 
couraged, and had become disgusted with 
the working of the Act, and steps should 
be taken to remedy the present state of 
things. Nothing less than drastic com- 
pulsory powers would enable them to 
bring the selfish members of a trade to 
reason. They had most valuable evidence 
in support of their case, because the 
medical profession had borne their testi- 
mony to the great evil which was done 
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to the health and life of shop assistants 
under the present system. One medical 
gentleman had stated that such hours as 
were worked by shop assistants were not 
only detrimental to the shop assistants 
themselves but were a danger to the 
community in which they lived. Thirty- 
eight per cent. of shop assistants fell 
victims to chest complaints, and in 
regard to one well known sanatorium it 
was declared that nearly fifty per cent. 
of the girls admitted had been shop 
assistants. In saying that this was a 
case for immediate legislation he believed 
the Labour Members had the sympathy of 
the Treasury Bench. He believed that 
the right hon, Gentleman in charge of the 
Home Department, and other Members 
who sat upon the Treasury Bench, would 
see the justice of the demand of shop 
assistants for a uniform hour of closing 
on weekdays, complete closing on Sun- 
days, except in certain scheduled cases, 
and the limitation of the hours of labour 
of the assistants, the maximum to be 
sixty hours a week including meal times. 
They claimed that the present condi- 
tion of things was a national danger, 
and must lead, and had done so already, 
to the physical deterioration of the race. 
The occupation of shop assistants created 
more consumpt’on than any other occu- 
pation throughout the length and breadth 
of the land, and all they asked was that 
the employer should be compelled to 
give reasonable hours of labour to those 
in their employ. The present state 
of things was to a great extent due to 
the system of multiple shops and stores 
and to the formation of large companies 
who forbade to any man the opportunity 
of rising, and made the majority of shop 
assistants simply wage earners through- 
out their lives. Therefore they were en- 
titled to ask for the protection of the 
State, which, if afforded to them, would not 
only be an advantage to them, but might 
be a benefit to the public by preventing 
meretricious and shoddy articles being 
sold to them. Long hours broke down 
the constitution, and shop assistants were 
entitled to have compulsory legislation 
applied to them. He was sorry that the 
Minister for War was not in his place, 
hecause it might well be that in the reduc- 
tion of shop hours the right hon. Gentle- 
man might find some assistance in his 
policy for the creation of a new reserve 
and in regard to recruiting. It might 
be, if the policy he was advocating was 


M v. 


Seddon. 
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adopted, that shop assistants would, for 
reasons of health and pleasure, join the 
Territorial Army which the Secretary of 
State for War proposed to set up, and 
thus render his task less onerous. The 
shop assistants of the country had begun 
to realise that there was something higher 
than bed, food, and work. They had he- 
gun to realise that they were human 
beings, and they wanted leisure time 
for study, pleasure, and recreation. He 
therefore appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to give them an explicit pro- 
mise that he would introduce a measure 
limiting the hours during which shop 
assistants could be employed. He was 
one of those who believed that the best 
asset of the State was a physically robust 
man or woman, and it was the duty of 
the House to do all it possibly could to 
secure protection for those who were the 
victims of selfish cupidity on the part of 
their employers. The great majority of 
the employers were in favour of the 
Resolution, but were unable to con- 
form to it because of the selfishness of 
a small minority who would not come 
into line. They asked, therefore, in the 
interests of the health of the assistants, 
and in the interests of justice, that the 
right hon. Gentleman would give some 
assurance that it was the intention of the 
Government to see justice done to a large 
number of the people of the country. 


Shop Hours Act. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, more 
drastic legislation with regard to the 
closing of shops and the hours of shop 
assistants is required.” —(M?r. Shackleton.) 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GLab- 
STONE, Leeds, Central) : A case for legis- 
lation was made out in 1904, and the 
evils with which the Act tried to cope 
were so fully admitted on that occasion, 
and have been so accurately described by 
the hon. Member who has just sat down, 
that I need not detain the House by 
again referring to them. The Resolution 
which we are now considering has been 
moved and seconded in speeches of much 
moderation and great force, and, in 
the judgment of the Government, the 
case for the Resolution has been made 
out. Now I pass for a moment to the 
working of the Act of 1904. I rather 
regret that the authors of that Act are 
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not here to-night to look after the in- 
terests of their child, whose career has 
certainly not been satisfactory. That 
Act has been working for two years, and 
a good deal can be done in two years, and, 
if one does not do so much as one could 
hope, what is actually done in that time 
may be taken as proof of what can be 
done under the Act. Now what has been 
done? The total number of closing 
Orders under that Act for England and, | 
Wales is only 112. They affect 9,000) 
shops, and, perhaps, 15,000 persons | 
out of a possible total of some 800,000 | 
assistants besides shopkeepers. Of the 
112 Orders, ninety-two affect one trade 





only, and there are only twenty 
which concerned more than one trade. 
In districts where the Act is most 


seriously needed it has been practically 
inoperative. It has been practically in- 
operative in London and in many large 
towns. Forinstance, a Salford Orderhad to 
be revoked, because Manchester would not 
fall into line. Under the Act of 1904 only 
112 local authorities have made Orders. 
Nothing has been done by 364 local 





authorities. That figure 364 includes 
county councils. The question is how | 


are we to proceed upon this excessively 
meagre result of the Act of 1904. I have | 
no doubt whatever that the framers | 
of that Act honestly believed that | 
the majority of shopkeepers would | 
peacefully persuade the minority to adopt | 
it, and come in under the Act, and that 
the Act would be a_ success. But 
permissive Bills based only upon 
hopes, wishes, and aspirations do not, | 
as a rule, prove to be strong Acts in| 
working. It is perfectly clear that the Act 
of 1904 could only be a success by the 
good will of those concerned, and by their 
being anxious to make it a success. Onthe 
other hand, to its opponents it provides a 
practically impenetrable zareba to which 
they can retire, and in which they are 
unassailable. What are the reasons 
why the Act is not a success? We 
know the general reason in London is | 
that the framers of the Act, against | 
the advice of Members of this House, 
made the central authorities the borough 
councils, The suggestion that it should 
be the County Council was not listened | 
to. The result of that is that in these | 
various areas there are competing and 
conflicting interests, and, in consequence, 
the Act has been in London a disastrous 
failure. As far as its general failure in 
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the country is concerned, 1 may point 
out that there are five main stages which 
an Order has to go through before it can 
pass into law. First, the local authority 
has to be satisfied that a prima facie case 
has been made out. They then take 
certain steps and, if they are satisfied it is 
necessary to make the Order, they must 
have a satisfactory result from their own 
local inquiries. If twothirds of the 
occupiers of the shops affected by the 
Order are in favour of it, the Order passes 
to the Home Office, which is the central 
authority ; and, lastly, it is laid on the 
Table of this House for the prescribed 
number of days. It is quite obvious that 
if there is no determination or wish to 
make the Act operative tbere is every 
opportunity of making it practically 
nugatory. I say emphatically that the 
Home Office have given this Act every 
encouragement in their power, and they 
have been the means of making operative 
a considerable number of the Orders 
which have been issued. One hon. Gentle- 
man spoke of revocation of Orders by 


the Home Office. I hope I have 
shown that we look very carefully 
into these matters. But as regards 


revocations the Act oddly enough be- 
comes mandatory. It says that where 
the local authority has been satisfied 
that a majority of the occupiers of shops 
to which a closing Order applied are 
opposed to the continuance of the Order, 
it shall apply to the Home Office 
for revocation of the Order. I need 
only say we have done so most 
reluctantly. Our difficulties are created 
by the Act we have to administer. 
I cannot exonerate the local authorities 
from blame. I am not able to show in 
how many cases, although satisfied that 
two-thirds of the occupiers were in favour 
of an Order, they have refused to make 
the Order. But they have not taken the 
initiative in order to rouse people to a 
sense of their duty in the matter. 
The difficulties which the Act has pro- 
duced are enough to make weak-hearted 
people avoid it. It is ditticult to obtain 
a two-thirds majority for this or any other 
purpose. An undue protection of 
interests has been given by law to the 
exclusion of the rights which the Act 
was designed to protect. And it is most 
extraordinary that the 800,000 people in 
England and Wales whose claims were 
admitted in 1904 have no power to set 
the law in motion. I agree that im 
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England and Wales the Act has proved 
woefully unsound. I should like for a 
moment just to remind the House of 
what was said by my hon. friend with 
regard to Scotland. In Scotland it has 
heen a success, because, although there 
are only twenty Scottish Orders, twelve 
of them are of a large and composite 
character. Included in these Orders are 
different trades, but milkmen, bicycle 
makers, and motcr shops are not included. 
In Glasgow, for example, the Order in- 
cludes no less than forty-eight trades, 
and the figure given to me is so large 
that I cannot be responsible for it, namely, 
that the forty-eight trades include no less 
than 14,700 shops. If that be so, it is an 
extraordinary fact. But I guard myself, 
as I cannot vouch for the accuracy of it ; 
but the success with which the Act has 
met in Scotland undoubtedly suggests 
that a good deal might be done if 
proper machinery were provided, and 
there was an honest intention to work it. 
There are a variety of methods of dealing 
with this question. There is the suggested 


{COMMONS} 








Bill of my right hon. friend the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, but I think that 
he will admit that it would undoubtedly 
take a great deal of time to pass. There 
are the alternative methods of a com- 
pulsory clause or a limitation of hours. 
There is a further alternative, that of a 
combination of the principle of the com- 
pulsory clauses with the principles of this 
Bill to amend the present Act. I am not 
asked to state our intention with regard 
to a Government Bill at the present time, 
and I do not commit myself on that | 
point ; but I frankly admit that the case | 
for an amending Bill has been made out. 
This brings me to the question of when | 
a Bill could be brought in. I confess | 
that I speak on this point with some 
embarrassment. I made out a list of | 
measures this morning for which the | 
Home Office is being constantly pressed | 
—Bills on the stocks and in posse. There | 
are no less than twenty adumbrated | 
measures on very important subjects. 





So far as the Home Office is con- 
cerned, to get through that list of 
measures would take at least two 


whole sessions of the legislative atten- 
tion of the House. I am afraid that 
we should not get that. Therefore, 
I confess that it is with some hesitation 
that I get up and say that we accept the 
Resolution, and that we admit that there 
is a case for legislation, even with all 


Mr. Gladstone. 
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these legitimate demands which are 
made upon us, and for which it is difficult 
to find time in the House. I do not 
want to be misunderstood. I do not 
wish it to be thought that in saying 
what I do, I am not in earnest on this 
particular subject. 1 admit the case, but 
I can only deal with a subject such as 
this, and with similar important subjects 
regarding the social and industrial position 
of the country, as well as I can when the 
subjects arise. I accept the Motion. | 
agree that the Act of 1904 has to a large 
extent failed in England and Wales, and 
at any rate it is the duty of Parliament 
to make good that Act, to remove what 
is admitted to be a great evil, an evil 
which still exists, and which, therefore, 
ought to be dealt with and removed by 
an amending Bill as soon as possible. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said his hon. friend 
in moving the Resolution, and his right 
hon. friend in replying, had so completely 
covered the ground that there was little 
left to be said on the subject. He 
thought the answer of the Home Secre- 
tary wasall they could demand. He was 
himself an old friend of this cause, and 
he had been a promoter of the Bill 
named—The Shops Bill—for a good 
many years. As far as this limited 
subject went, nothing could be more 
perfect, he thought, than the speech 
of the Home Secretary. His right 
hon. friend had covered every point 
which his hon. friends desired to have 
answered. All that could have been said 
usefully, as to the delay off the Labour 
legislation of which this formed part, 
would be out of order in the present 


debate. There had never been an 
oceasion when prophesies had been 
so conspicuously fulfilled as on this 
occasion. When this question was under 


discussion in the last Parliament there 
were debates in both Houses, and he had 
himself ventured to move the rejection of 
the Bill of 1904 on the Second Reading 
on the very grounds which had been put 
forward that night. Everything which 
was prophesied in that discussion by 
opponents of the Bill had come true, but 
eventually the Bill was passed, and, 
honestly, those who had opposed it did 
all they could to make the best of it 
when it came into force. As regarded 
London, Manchester, and Salford, all the 
difficulties prophesied had come about 
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exactly as had been prophesied, and the ' 


House of Lords and the House of 
Commons must be said to have gone 
wrong deliberately on that occasion. 
They recognised the desire of the right 
hon. Gentleman to set right what had 
gone wrong and to put matters on the 
right lines. He hoped that an oppor- 
tunity would be found to press this 
legislation forward, together with a good 
deal of other Labour legislation which was 
waiting to be dealt with. 


Mr. A.C. CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) said that Lord Avebury 
was not responsible for the faults in the 
Act to which attention had been chiefly 
called that night. Lord Avebury was 
strongly opposed to having the authority 
for London vested in the municipalities 
instead of in the County Council. He 
was also opposed to the number of 
restrictions which maltiplied the difti- 
culties in the way of carrying out 
the Act. He desired to do the very 
utmost he could in behalf of overworked 
shop assistants. It seemed to him (Mr. 
Corbett) that it was a mistake to make 
allusion in the Resolution to the failure 
of the Act, because he believed that the 
strength of the case for further legislation 
depended mainly upon two reasons, 
namely, partly upon the failure of the 
Act itself—upon the fact that the 
shopkeepers themselves had not been 
prepared to carry out the restrictions as 
far as some of them had hoped, and 
on the success of the measure where 
it had been tried. In Glasgow this 
legislation had been acted upon without 
any difficulty and without any consider- 
able friction. That was a great point 
in favour of carrying such legislation 
forward on more drastic lines. He 
would be glad to go with his hon. 
friends as far as he could in restricting 
the hours of shop assistants, but he 
could not regard this measure as being 
altogether a failure, seeing that it 
had brought something like comfort into 
so many miserable lives; for it was evi- 
dent that some 40,000 or 50,000 persons 
had been benefited by the Act. If 
the words declaring the Act to have been 
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a failure had been omitted he would | 


have had much pleasure in voting for 
a Resolution in favour of more drastic 
legislation. He wished the Home Secre- 
tary could have given them a stronger 
assurance that something would be done 
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by the Government. It was a prossing 
matter, and he trusted that, before this 
Parliament came to an end, some further 
practical steps would be taken to lighten 
the labours of those for whom so much 
sympathy had been expressed. 


*Mr. T. DAVIES (Fulham) assured 
the House that in muy areas and 
in many boroughs in London they had 
done their best to get the Act put 
into operation. In the borough he repre- 
sented, Fulham, at the very earliest 
opportunity they called a towns meeting, 
in January, 1905, and did their best to 
put the Act into operation, and so far as 
they were concerned it was a complete 
failure, because they could not get the 
majority required. At Camberwell the 
result was that practically no advantage 
accrued to the shop assistants as the 
hours agreed upon were no shorter than 
they were previous to the Order coming 
into force. All his life he had done 
what he could to reduce the hours 
of shop assistants in London, and his 
view was that the Act had been a com- 
plete failure in London, and that no Act 
could be successful unless the whole of 
London was treated, for this purpose, as 
one area. The same thing happened in 
other districts immediately outside Lon- 
don. The Act should be amended if it was 
to be of any benefit to shop assistants in 
London, and in order to be effective it 
should be on the lines of the Bill of 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. Speaking from 
the shop assistants’ point of view he 
said that the Bill should be general 
in character, compulsory as regarded its 
scope, and must contain a limitation of 
hours. He thought that sixty hours a 
week should be the limit for shop assis- 
ants exclusive of meal time. He was 
very glad that the Home Secretary had 
promised as soon as he had time to see 
that the Act was amended in the 
directions he had indicated. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that as one 
who had taken a considerable interest in 
this question for the last fifteen years he 
would like to say a few words. He 
agreed that the Act had been a failure, 
but not for the reasons given by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. He did not believe that any 
Act was required or that any Act would 
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be successful. When he contested Peck- 
ham at the last general election he found 
that a considerable number of the small 
shopkeepers were going to vote against 
him because he had supported the Act of 
1904, and because they resented any 
interference with the liberty of the | 
subject. He took considerable trouble to 
convince those shopkeepers that they | 
were labouring under a misapprehension, | 
but they would not believe him. Of | 
course they had not read the reports in 
Hansard, and they voted for the hon. 
Member for Peckham, who was now 
supporting the very measure for support- | 
ing which they voted against him. The | 
Act of 1904 was unjust and unsuited to | 
the habits of a free people. He strongly | 
held to the view that the adult male | 
should be free to use his labour as he | 
saw fit. If he chose to work twenty hours 
a day he should be allowed to do so, and 
was to be respected for his physical | 
capacity. This country had been made 
by men prepared to work to the best of, 
their ability. He saw no reason why | 
a small shopkeeper should keep his | 
shop open at such hours as met the) 
wants of his customers; in fact, that 
was the only chance he had of carry- | 
ing on a_ business in competition | 
with large establishments. No reason 
had been advanced for preventing the 
small shopkeeper from using his own | 
Jabour in the manner which he thought 
was best suited to his own interests. 
As regarded the large establishments 
there was no necessity to have any 
Act at all, because they already closed 
at an early hour. The Bill of 1904 
was brought in owing to an_ unfor- 
tunate agitation led by a noble Lord 
for whom he had great respect, but 
he was afraid that upon that occasion the 
noble Lord allowed his kindness of 
heart to run away with his judgment. 
He did not question the sincerity of hon. 
Members who had supported the Bill. 
The gentlemen who were agitating in 
favour of the measure were supporters of 
the then Government. They prevailed 
on the late Lord Salisbury to hold a 
Commission, and evidence of a very unfor- 
tunate character was heard. That was to 
say, the Commission listened to people 
‘who took one view of the matter, but the 
small shopkeepers, who did not even 
know of the existence of the Commission, 
were not heard. The result was that 
the Commission came to an erroneous 


Sir F. Banbury. 


| 
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conclusion. The Bill, as far as he could 
remember, was not passed unanimously, 
He could not conceive of such a thing 
being possible. One of the reasons why 
he objected to the Bill of 1904 was that 
he believed the whole agitation was got 
up on sentimental grounds. He then 
ventured to point out that there was a 
large number of people in different parts 
of Londor whose interest lay in having 
shops open at different hours, and that 
to lay down a hard-and-fast rule which 
would be enacted by the central authority 
would only result in failure or injustice. 
That was one of the reasons why the 
borough council was substituted for the 
London County Council. Another 
reason why the vast majority of shop- 
keeper did not want it was that the vast 
majority of consumers did not want it. 
He denied the accuracy of the statement 
that there was a general desire among 
the shopkeeping and purchasing classes 
that shops should be arbitrarily closed at 
a certain hour. 


Mr. SHACKLETON : Why did you 
vote for the Bill? In Hansard, on the 
Division on the Second Reading, among 
the “ Ayes ” is the name of Sir Frederick 
George Banbury. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that, the hon. 
Member having drawn his attention to 
Hansard, he of course accepted his state- 
ment. He did not know what the 
circumstances were at the moment. 
There might have been something worse, 
and he took the lesser of two evils. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean was perfectly 
well aware of the action he had taken 
in this direction. He remembered 
that the right hon. Baronet made 
a speech in his constituency in which 
he said that it would be impossible 
to pass a Bill of this description as long 
as he himself was in the House. There- 
fore if for once his Party loyalty —— 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: What I said 
was that it would be impossible for a 
private Member to pass such a Bill. 


Sir F. BANBURY said it came to 
the same thing. He had never ventured 
to arrogate to himself the power to stop 
a Bill of the Government. He would 
endeavour on all occasions to do what 
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according to his lights he considered to be 
his duty. If he believed he could stop a 
Government Bill of which he disapproved 
he would be proud to doit. The proof 
that there had been no general demand 
for the Act was to be found in the 
fact that it had been a failure. He 
knew it was perfectly useless to appeal 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite to re- 
member the old maxims of the Liberal 
Party. [Cries of “No.”] Then he would 
appeal to them. The late Sir William 
Harcourt said that there should be no 
interference with individuals by the 
State, and that every man should have 
freedom to conduct himself according 
to his own lights. Those were the old 
doctrines of the Liberal Party. He was 
sorry his hon. friend the Member for 
Preston was not in his place; they were 
his views now, and he was the only true 
remnant of the old Liberal Party in the 
House. If the hon. Member were here 
now, he was sure he would support him. 
He would ask the Home Secretary on 
what ground a man who had a shop of 
his own should be obliged to close it at 
a certain hour. What was the argument 
from the Liberal point of view ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE said he would 
make exactly the same answer as was 
given by the hon. Gentleman who 
brought in the Bill of 1904. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he had 
always been against a Bill of this sort, 
and he did not know why he supported 
it. They all made mistakes sometimes. 
He was consoled by the fact that the 


right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
sympathy. It was easy to profess 
sympathy. Every Member on_ the 


Treasury Bench always professed sym- 
pathy. He was glad to see that they did 
not always go much beyond sympathy. 
lf hon. Gentlemen below the gang- 
way brought in a Bill to extend this Act 
he would vote against it. 


*Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
hoped that the speech of the hon. Member 
for the Tradeston Division of Glasgow 
would not give the House the im- 
pression that Glasgow and other Scottish 
cities were industrial elysiums. As one 
fairly familiar with the conditions there, he 
would like to point out that in Glasgow 
and other Scottish cities the hours of shop 
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assistants were in many cases too long. 
Some time ago he met in a shop in 
London an assistant who was formerly in 
similar occupation in Scotland. He told 
him that, though the conditions in Lon- 
don were far from desirable, they were 
better than the conditions from which he 
had come. He could assure the House that 
the conditions of work among shop assis- 
tants in Scotland required amending quite 
as much as in England. He spoke not 
only for the young men, but also for the 
young women assistants. Standing for 
long hours in an unwholesome atmosphere 
had even a worse effect on young women 
than young men. He would be sorry if 
anything that had fallen from the hon. 
Member opposite led the House to sup- 
pose that the conditions in Scotland should 
be left as they were. Scotland was, of 
course, outside the jurisdiction of the 
Home Secretary, but he ventured to hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman would use 
his influence to bring Scotland within the 
scope of any projected benefits. A reform 
of the conditions was needed in the 
interests of the shop assistants in Scot- 
land fully more than in those of the same 
class in England. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
he quite agreed with the Resolution, 
because he believed that men and women 
were kept too long serving in the shops. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he desired to 
make a personal explanation. He found 
on referring to Hansard that he had 
stated at the time that he did not approve 
of the Bill of 1904, and that the principle 
was one which, in his opinion, should 
never have been brought forward by a 
Conservative Government. To that 
opinion he adhered. He thought he had 
shown that he believed the borough 
councils would be better than the London 
County Council to administer the Act. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
House, more drastic legislation with 
regard to the Closing of Shops and the 
Hours of Shop Assistants is required.— 
(Mr. Shackleton.) 


TOWN DEVELOPMENT. 
*Mr. P. W. WILSON (St. Pancras, S.) 
said he desired to call the attention of 
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the House to the question of town de- | 
velopment, and to move, “That, in the | 
opinion of this House, local authorities 
should be 
power of laying out suburbs for building 
on a rational plan, which shall include 
adequate air space, convenient grounds 
for recreation, and facilities for locomo- 
tion, so preventing the grave evils which 
result from over-crowding in and around 
great cities.” On 19th April the Prime 
Minister, in a speech delivered at the 
Holborn Restaurant, laid it down as the 
immediate aim of the Government’s 
policy in regard to land and _ housing 
that— 

“ Happy shall we be if before our day is over 
we see brightness and colour and pleasant 
homes for the people in our cities, and vigorous, 
well-nourished children playing in the gardens 
of our cities instead of in the dismal and sun- 
less streets, which are too often the only play- 
ground open to them.” 

It was in the spirit of those sincere words 
that he ventured to submit this Motion 
to the House. He supposed that there 
were hundreds of thousands in this 
country earning their living in the build- 
ing industry. Lord Rosebery once used 
the expression— 

If so, and 


“Are you a builder? what, 


where, have you built?” 

Every one who had thought over this 
matter—not merely poets and idealists— 
agreed that the influence exercised by 
mere bricks and mortar was not only 
physical, but moral and _ intellectual, 
and assisted to an incalculable extent 
of human life. 


in the development 
Years ago the Borough of Finsbury, 


once a suburb, was built without a plan 
and had a population of 101,000 people. 
It had only two and a half acres of open 


spaces, Spa Fields one and three-quarter | 


acres, and Spa Green three-quarters of an 
acre; and in South St. Pancras, which had 
a population of 60,000, the only open 
spaces consisted of three disused ceme- 
teries of one and three-quarter acres in 
extent. The death rate for Hampstead | 
was only half that of Finsbury—a fact 
which showed the value of open spaces. 
During the three or four years he had been 
living in Finsbury they had in the first 
place been building bigger schools, in the 
second place they had been building 
bigger public-houses, and in the third place | 
they had been building a very much | 
larger police station. His constituency | 
of South St. Pancras was divided between | 


Mr. P. W. Wilson. 
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granted by legislation the | 
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the comfortably rich and the extremely 
poor, and, as he had said, they had 
| 60,000 inhabitants and their open spaces 
consisted of three disused burial grounds, 
of which only two had been consecrated, 
the third being Nonconformist. What 
was the effect upon the raco of the 
present state of things? Let them take 
Mafeking night, when there were 
millions in the streets cut off 
from the steadying influences of nature, 
breathing an artificial atmosphere and 
displaying a temperament that was 
hysterical, restless, and undisciplined. It 
was made the occasion of civic rejoicing, 
but what about the hunger and discontent 
which existed ? The manning of cities and 
distribution of population involved not 
humanity merely, but national security. 
He did not want, ‘however, to dwell upon 
the errors of the past, errors of ignorance, 
errors of apathy and errors of avarice ; 
what he wished to point out was 
that the evil was continuing and spreading 
all over the country. They would find 
in the suburbs and in provincial cities 
like Middlesbrough large masses of 
houses built back to back in a uniform 
line, without any allowance in regard to 
air space, and embodying everything that 
was low and bad in its influence upon 
human life. What was the remedy for 
this impudent denial of zesthetic instinct ? 
His hon. friend the Member for Cheshire 
had built one of the most wonderful 
_ garden cities in the country, and his hon. 
friend regarded this not as a question of 
philanthropic effort but as a matter of 
| business, since human life was the raw 
_material upon which all national pros- 
perity must rest. What he wanted to 
bring to the attention of the House 
was the indispensable minimum which 
they ought to secure. He did not talk of 
luxuries, libraries, public halls, clubs, and 
swimming baths, but he contended that 
there should be gardens in the suburbs 
three or four times the size of the site 
of the house. Each road should have a 
width of not less than 100 feet; 
his right hon. friend the President of 
the Local Government Board knew how 
difficult it was to widen streets after the 
houses had been erected. These things 


Development. 


| were possible, not merely in villages, but 


in towns. There should also be a given 
number of houses to the acre, accessible 
playgrounds, and the preservation of those 
rural features which went so far to 
humanise life. He supported the 
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principle of garden cities as having a 
most beneficial effect upon human life. 
At Port Sunlight the inhabitants had a | 
prospect of 110 years of life, and in 
another garden city there was the 
prospect of an average life of 140 years 
as against twenty-five in Finsbury. In 
these places the birth rate was 40 as 
against 27°9 in London. He brought | 
these figures to the attention of the | 
Government because he thought they | 


had important bearing upon the ques- | 
tion of old age pensions. There was a most | 


interesting experiment going forward | 
in London at the present moment. He | 
referred to the Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, in which he understood the hon. | 
Member for St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, was interested. That was an 
experiment conducted upon 240 acres of | 
land, taken over from the Eton | 
College trustees, and the scheme had the | 
powerful support of Sir John Gorst, Ear! | 


Grey, the Earl of Crewe, the Bishop of | 


London,Sir Robert Hunter, Mr. Lyttelton, 


and others, who were endeavouring to | 


bring poor and rich together on the out- 
skirts of London, and the point he had 
in his mind in this regard was not that 
they had so much inequality between 
rich and poor, but that they lived apart. 
They thought that the time had come | 


when the matter should no longer 
be left to private enterprise; they 


wanted municipal action, and he hoped 
they were to have a discussion later 


on on the question of land valuation. | 
What was wanted was the principle | 


of co-operation between the city and 
surrounding authorities. A most re- 
markable report had been — issued 


by the Housing Committee of Birming- | 
ham, drawn up by Mr. Nettlefoid, the | 
chairman. That committee investigated 
the state of affairs in Germany and found 
that so long ago as 1875 there was legisla- 


tion upon the lines suggested by the | 


Motion. Nothing could be done to- 
— settling the question until 


Parliament assented to legislation on 
general lines to prevent the building 
of unsuitable suburbs. In listening 


to hon. Members opposite he had been | 


amazed by the description of the demands 
made by the working classes. What was 
it that the working classes asked for ! 

They did not ask for luxuries, motor-cars, 
traps, or unlimited space, but merely for 
the bare amenities of life ; some security 
for employment and for food, shelter, 
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fresh air, and a bit of garden. These 
| were the questions they were discussing 
'on May-day. One hundred years ago 
|May-day was a day of holiday and 
| general rejoicing ; to-day it was an 
occasion for labour agitation throughout 
furope. That was his first observ ation. 
His second was that if they read history 
they would find that every empire had 
been judged by reference to its cities ; 
that in the case of every empire there 
came a time of material abundance, when 
the activity of the race ran greatly ahead. 
That moment had come to us. .We 
were building at an enormous pace all 
|over the country, but we must remem- 
‘ber that in doing so we were not 
‘merely building houses and streets out 
| of which to get rents and rates; we 
| were actually building the future of our 
race, and the supreme destiny of our 
| Colonies and dominions beyond the seas, 
| He begged to move. 


Development. 


| *Mr. JOWETT (Bradford, W.) said he 
seconded the Resolution because he 


|thought it was a Motion which the 
House ought to discuss considering 


the immense population that lived in 
towns. He understood that 77 per 
cent. of the population of this country 
inhabited towns, and that being so, it 
| followed that the condition of the towns 
was bound to havea great influence on 
he future of our race. The towns of 
to-day had been built. without any pre- 
conceived plan and were the result of 
the mere monetary interest of various 
individuals, As a result there were 
no playgrounds to speak of in which 
the children could play ; they had to 
play over the gutters, or in the back- 
yards near the foul privies and middens 
with flies constantly passing between 
them and the pile of refuse so near at 
hand. There were thousands of places 
in towns where direct sunlight came 
for only a very short time each 
day. This was chaos, and the Resolu- 
tion asked for an_ expression of 
opinion from the House that that chaos 
should come to an end, and that so 
farat any rate as future extensions were 
concerned, matters should be thought out 
before hand, and should be planned in 
such a way as would lead to healthy, 
| vigorous life for the population which was 
now living, and was young enough to be 
influenced by the new conditions. The 
towns now were under serious disabilities 
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983 Town 


in dealing with outside areas owing to 
the fact that other authorities were 
frequently responsible, and had to be 
consulted before an arrangement could be 
made. Ifthe Resolution were passed, he 
would take it to include an expression 
of opinion that the outskirts of the towns, 
even though they were not under the 
authority of the town chiefly concerned, 
should also be subject to the plans of the 
same order, even if the central authority 
had to compel the subsidary authorities 
to conform to what was best. At the 
present time, the land of outside 
areas was owned by many different 
owners, and where there was separate 
ownership there was bound to be large 
and small plots, and it was impossible for 
those plots to be dealt with in such a 
way as to allow the most suitable class of 
building to be erected. All that was 
determined by the size and position of 
the plot. It often happened that one 
man found it impossible to build in a 
sensible and intelligent manner because 
his neighbour had built in such a way 
as to preclude any possibility of his doing 


so. Then, again, in some cases the 


owner of a piece of land found it impos- 
sible to utilise it to the best advan- 


tage because of the erection in close | 


proximity of some premises for an 
offensive trade. Houses in the neigh- 
bourhood of the factory carrying on the 
offensive trade were deteriorated, and 
they had districts in which such fac- 
tories were surrounded by houses to the 
great detriment of all concerned. The 
Resolution sought to put an end to that— 
if legislation followed, as they hoped it 
would—by imposing on the local authority 
the duty of making ja plan which would 

bind these separate owners to follow 
some systematic method in dealing with 

their lands. In his own experience he 
had seen cases where owners of very 
small pieces of land had actually blocked | 
the development of larger pieces by | 
securing the outlet for drainage purposes. 

He had seen instances where speculators | 
had bought land at a particular point, 

not for the purpose of using it, but for | 


Mr. Jowett. 


{COMMONS} 
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the purpose of preventing somebody else 
from having the opportunity of making 
use of their land, in the expectation 
that they would be bought out at a price 
which would leave them a large profit 
on the transaction. The Resolution was 
aimed at the destruction of action of 
that kind. To act upon the Resolution 
properly, it appeared to him that it 
would be necessary to expropriate the 
landlords or owners of the property 
which conflicted with the general interest, 
He did not use the word expropriate in 
the sense of confiscate ; the owners ought 
to be dealt with on fair terms. He could 
quite understand how cases might arise 
where the owners might be perfectly 
innocent of any intention to injure the 
public welfare, and naturally, if such 
cases were dealt w'th, it should be on 
fair terms, and nobody on those Benches 
would wish otherwise, for they were not 
so unreasonable as might be sometimes 
supposed. They were not in the habit 
of going in for confiscation ; they desired 
to do justice to all. But where pro- 
perty was in such a position that other 
property could not be properly dealt 
with if it were allowed to remain, or 
where it was in a dilapidated condi- 


tion, then Parliamentary powers ought 


to be given to the local authority to allow 
them to remove the property which was of 


' an obstructive character, or which injured 


other adjacent property, and to charge 
the adjacent owners for any benefit 
which they derived from its removal, 
As a patriotic Britisher he was sorry to 
have to admit that we were behindhand 
in these matters in comparison with 
other countries, In Germany this 
subject had already received the most 
careful attention from the very best men 
in the country, and for years they had 
been working on the lines indicated in 
the Resolution. He found from a publi. 
cation issued by the Manchester and 
Salford Citizens’ Association, that the 
town authorities in Germany, when large 
extensions were contemplated, went about 
their work in a most careful fashion. 
They took skilled advice in every 
direction, ‘including "not only engineers 
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and surveyors and others, but even | 


artists, in order that the work which 


they were about to execute might be. 


beautiful as well as useful and beneficial. 
The reports prepared by the experts 
referred to were afterwards published 
aud the public were asked to give their 
opinion. He mentioned that to show 
the immense pains taken in order that 
the work might be done properly. It 
was recognised in Germany that plans 
made for the development of land, and 
for the provision of sites for houses and 
buildings, should be so drawn as to cover 
if possible the needs of the next twenty or 
thirty years. Streets were arranged, open 
spaces were thought of, the general lie of 
the situation was properly discussed, and 
everything that they could think of for 
the public health was attended to, 
before any construction took _ place. 
He felt sure that the President of the 
Local Government Board, who was an 
old municipal administrator, 
agree with him when he said that in 
Germany the State had 
localities to progress in this direction. 
The State had gone to the length of 
issuing general instructions calling upon 
local authorities to miss no opportunity of 
getting suitable land into their possession 
wherever they could. In this country, in 


times past, the efforts of local authorities | 
| lution had blackened the character of 


in this direction had been throttled by the 
State. The Local Government Board, 
instead of saying “ Buy where you can if 
the price is reasonable,” had encouraged 
local authorities to sell 


thousands of pounds through being com- 
pelled to sell sites fronting public 
thoroughfares before they had developed, 


with the result that private speculators 
and proper facilities ought to be provided 


had reaped the benefit. He asked the 
House to give a sympathetic consideration 
to the Resolution. 


should follow, and he appealed to the 


President of the Local Government Board | 
would have been able to support it, but 


to grant the powers to local authorities 


which were indicated in the Resolution, | 
| which proposed to allow local authorities 


which he begged leave to second. 


{1 May 1907} 


would | 


encouraged ; 


land, and, 
scores of public bodies had sacrificed | 


He thought hon. 
Members were agreed that legislation | 
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Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
local authorities should be granted by 
legislation the power of laying out suburbs 
for building upon a rational plan, which 


shall include adequate air space, con- 


venient grounds for recreation, and 
facilities for locomotion, so preventing 
the grave evils which result from over- 
crowding in and around great cities.” — 
(Mr. P. W. Wilson.) 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) said there could be no more useful 
work for that House to do than to 
endeavour to prevent the evils of over- 
crowding, and to that extent he was in 
favour of the Resolution. No one would 
deny that there was in London a great 
absence of open air spaces and oppor- 
tunities for recreation. It was also true 
that in the past due regard had not 
been paid to the way in which the 
rural population of the country had been 
decreasing. He did not agree that 
the conditions of things in this respect 
were much worse—especially in London 
—than in other countries. He had 
travelled a good deal, and he did not 
admit that the conditions in this country 
were worse. He very much deprecated 
the way in which the mover of the Reso- 


London in this respect. The hon. Mem- 
ber had drawn a most dismal picture of 
Finsbury, for he had stated that they began 
in Finsbury with education, proceeded 
with intemperance, and ended with crime. 
He ventured to say that that was a some- 
what dark picture, and it was hardly 
likely to be a correct one. The problem 
to be faced was that of overcrowding, 


in large towns for recreation. If the 
Motion had proposed more stringent 
legislation to prevent new suburbs being 
constructed on the old-fashioned plan 
without sufficient open air spaces he 


he could not support any Resolution 
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to lay out suburbs in the way the hon. 
Member proposed. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): The subject-matter 
of this Resolution has evoked universal 
discussion during the last few years, anc 
has aroused considerable interest amongst 
housing, social, and civic reformers. I 
venture to say that it would have been a 
great advantage to the House of Com- 
mons if time had permitted us to discuss 
at greater length the vital and interesting 
subject which is embodied in this Resolu- 
tion. In the short space of time of ten 
minutes I have to reply to this Motion, 
and in so doing, may I say, that as a 
Londoner, as a cockney born and bred, I 
cannot accept the grey, dismal, melan- 
choly impression of London given by the 
hon. Member for South St. Paneras. If 
the hon. Member’s description is accepted 
London might be described as a place for 
workhousing the old, warehousing the 
women and children, and public-housing 
the men. May I say that that is an ex- 
aggerated view of what London is? I 
know of no city in the world which, for 
its size, is as sober, and for its conditions 
less criminal ; and speaking with almost 
a unique experience as a Main Drainage 
Commissioner for eighteen years, I can 
say that I know no city so healthy, so 
clean, so much possessed of the crude 
essentials of good sanitation and physical 
decency as the great city in which this 
Parliament sits. 


in the immediate neighbourhood of which 
he had personal knowledge the number 
-of public-houses and convictions for 
drunkenness had greatly increased, and 
it had less open spaces than other 
metropolitan boroughs. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: All I can say is 


that in that respect the hon Member’s | 
constituency differs from mine, which has | 


nearly the smallest number of publichouses 


Viscount T'urnour. 
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| by-laws. 
| Port Sunlight, Garden City and Hamp- 
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of any parish, has 18 per cent. of open 
space in its total area, and on Easter 
Monday last, when 200,000 persons went 
in and out, there were only four cases at 
the local police station and three of them 
were strangers to the neighbourhood. 
3ut although I cannot accept the view of 
the hon. Member who moved this Motion 
as to the condition of London, I admit 
that the conditions under which large 
numbers of our people live are not as 
good as they ought to be, and not so good 
as they must be. It is as well that we 
should recognise the fact that in the last 
ten years there has been an extraordinary 
improvement in desire, in taste, and in 
appetite on the part of the people them- 
selves for better conditions in the matter 
of housing. I venture to say that there 
is no other country in the world where 
there are so many comfortable homes. 
There is no country in which domestic 
architecture has developed further than 
in this city. I decline to accept even 
the pessimism of the hon. Member 
for North West Ham. But those 
amenities are possessed too exclusively by 
a small class. Their ideals are rapidly 
extending down to the poorest people 
whom we have in all our cities, and in so 
far as this Motion will enable us to assist 
the desire for better accommodation, 
then the Government will support it in 
the strongest possible way. May I say 
that there is hardly anything in the 
Resolution that local authorities are not 
now able to do, except one particular, Let 
me prove it. Let us go to Bourneville, 


| the greatest triumph of housing and 
Mr. P. W. WILSON was understood | 
to say that what he intended to state was , 


social experiment there is in the world. 
What has been done there, both as 
regards the amenities of the houses and 
the environments, is the best thing that 
has yet been done; but it must be 
remembered that what has there been 
done is in excess and advance of local 
The same can be said of 


stead. I would take you to another 
type of illustration, namely, Chelsea. 
There you can see what one man co- 
operating with the local authority has 
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been able to do in road and architectural 
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improvement, and that mainly because | 


he is one man acting in co-operation 
with the local authority, and, if I 
may say so, peacefully persuading the 
local authority to conform to his views. 
There you have seen a portion of London 
revolutionised in the direction this 


Resolution seeks to have developed 
everywhere throughout the country 


under the existing laws. But the difficulty 
comes in where you have a large area of 
land eut up by conflicting and divided 
interests, earch exploiting his own portion 
and manipulating the property irrespec- 
tive of the locality. There you see the 
very opposite of what has been revealed 
at Bourneville, Garden City, Millbank, 
Holborn, Chelsea and elsewhere. It is 
the business of those responsible for town 
government to see that local authorities 
who are willing shall have the means 
by which they can co-operate with private 
owners who are willing to bring about by 
their co-operation that which can be 
done by the individual where he is 
all powerful, or where he acts in conjunc- 
tion with the local authority. We have 
got to devise some means of dealing with 
the recalcitrant and outstanding indi- 
vidual who believes in the mean street, 
the meaner house, the cheap and nasty 
tenement, and dear rents, who is for uni- 
versal advertisement, and for the sordid 
and squalid conditions which we too often 
see our suburbs literally cursed with, 
because there is lack of community of 
action for the improvement of the district. 


I believe that the legacy of ugly buildings, | 


mean streets, and brick boxes with slate 
lids, cannot be altered or removed until 
Parliament enable the local authorities to 
bring those interests together, and, failing 
agreement, to submit the issue to arbi- 


tration, and failing agreement 
arbitration, to apply compulsion. I may 


tell the mover of this Resolution what has 
been done in order to carry out what is 


practical, sensible, and immediately press- | 
We have, in | 


ing in the Resolution. 
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on the Prime Minister and myself six 
months ago, anticipated the Resolution 
moved by the hon. Member. I have 
before me two alternative Bills which are 
in process of drafting, by means of which 
we hope to achieve the important object 
referred to in the Resolution. The lines 
on which we would prefer to move would 
be that we should make provision in any 
scheme with respect to the manner in 
which streets and roads are to be laid 
down on the land; the parts of the land 
to be appropriated for open spaces or 
public purposes; the position in which 
houses may be built upon the land ; the 
general character of the houses to be 
built ; the conditions to be observed with 
the view to drainage or supply of water 
or light ; and any other conditions which 
it may be considered desirable to impose 
with the view of making the best use of 
the area for building land, having regard 
to the circumstances of the case, and 
securing these and many other objects. 
Time does not permit me further to define 
or explain on behalf of the Government 
the plan which I have outlined. We 
freely and cheerfully accept this Resolu- 
tion, and so soon as is practicable for us 
we shall place our proposals more fully 
before the House. It may be possible to 
bring in a separate town planning Bill 


Development. 


'which would meet with universal accept- 


| this desirable object. 


ance from all sections of the House for 
We intend to go 
forward with that town planning Bill, and 
when its objects are realised we hope we 


| will be able to say— 


“ We builded better than we knew, 
The conscious stone to beauty grew.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 


' House, local authorities should be granted 


and | 


by legislation the power of laying out 
suburbs for building upon a rational plan, 


' which shall include adequate air-space, 


convenient grounds for recreation, and 
facilities for locomotion, so preventing the 
grave evils which result from overcrowd 


accordance with a promise given to a} ing in and around great cities.—(Mr. 


town planning deputation which waited 


P. W. Wilson.) 
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NEW BILLS. 
INCEST. 

Bill to provide for the punishment of 
Incest, ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Lockwood, Sir John Kennaway, 


Mr. Crossley, Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson, | 


Mr. Goddard Clarke, Mr. Maclean, Mr. 
John Wilson, and Mr. George Hardy. 


INCEST BILL. 

“To provide for the punishment of 
Incest,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 173.] 


WAYS AND MEANS [24TH APRIL] 
REPORT. 

Postponed Proceeding on Consideration 
of First Resolution, reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, “ That 
Income-tax shall be charged for the year 
beginning the sixth day of April, nineteen 
hundred and seven, at the rate of one 
shilling in the pound,” resumed. 

Motion made, and Question, ‘That 
further Consideration of the said Resolu- 
tion be now adjourned.”—(Mr. Whiteley) 
—put, and agreed to. 
further considered 


Resolution to be 


upon Monday next. 


Subsequent Resolutions to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next. 
Bill ordered, upon the Resolutions 


reported from the Committee of Ways 
und Means of the 1sth April and agreed 
to this day, to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Sydney 


Buxton, Mr. McKenna, and Mr. Runei’ | 


man, 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

On the Motion for the Adjournment of 
| the House— 
| Sir F. BANBURY, 
| debate on the Motion with respect to the 
failure of the Shop Hours Act, stated that 
'on reference to Hansard he found that he 


referring to the 


voted, not in favour of the Second Read. 
ing of the Shop Hours Bill, but against 
the Amendment of the right hon. Baro- 
net the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
and that there was no division at all on 
the Second Reading. That, he submitted, 
conclusively proved that the hon. Member 
for Clitheroe was in error in saying that 
he voted for the Second Reading of the 
Bill. He asked the hon. Member to with- 
draw the statement which he had made. 


Mr. SHACKLETON said that on look- 
ing into the matter he found there was 
no Second Reading division ; therefore 
the Member for the City of London could 
not have voted for the Second Reading. 
From the divisions and debate, however, 


it appeared that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did support the Government. 


referred to 
Member 


TURNOUR 
the 
Division 


VISCOUNT 
the form 
for the Clitheroe 
the hon. Baronet’s explanation. 
fected the relations between hon. Mem- 
bers of the House. When the hon. Baro- 
net was condemning the Shop Hours Bill 
| the hon. Member asked why he voted for 


in which hon. 
met 


It af- 


had 





it, his sole object being to ridicule his 
hon. friend. The hon. Member ought to 
“have withdrawn unreservedly the state- 
| ment he had made instead of following 
it up in the manner he had done. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 


Eleven o’clock. 


Aremoer. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 


| poration Bill [1.1.].—Reported from the 
Thursday, 2nd May, 1907. | Select Committee, with Amendments. 





| Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | }yakinfield (District). Waterworks Bill 

— [H.L.].—Report from the Select Commit- 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the tee, That the Committee continued 

House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments sitting this day in the absence of the 

had laid upon the Table the Certificate | Marquess of Zetland ; read, and ordered 

from the Examiners that no Standing | to lie on the Table. 

: Orders are applicable to the following | 

$ Bill:—Canal Tolls and Charges (New| Richmond (Surrey) Electricity Supply 
= Junction Canal) Order Confirmation [#..]. | Bill—Read 2*, and committed. 


Aremoer 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


= Table. Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 


Restrictions) Bill; Basingstoke Gas Bull. 
—Read 3*, and passed. 
3 Pasley Children Legitimisation.—Peti- 
: tion of Thomas Hamilton Sabine Pasley, Buckhaven Dock Bill [#.u.].—Re- 
I residing at Northlands, Cowes, in the} port from the Select Committee, that it 
: Isle of Wight, praying for leave to) js not expedient to proceed further with 
: introduce a Bill to declare legitimate the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the 
= certain children of Thomas Hamilton | Table. 
~ Sabine Pasley, together with a copy of the 
= proposed Bill annexed thereto; read, 


; Birkenhead Corporation Water Bill 
& and referred to the Examiners. P 
id 


[x.L.].—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord de Mauley 
Murphy Grimshaw’s Divorce (Valida- be proposed to the House as a Member 
tion).—Petition of William Howard of the Select Committee on the said Bill 
$ Murphy Grimshaw, of 109, Cromwell in the place of the Lord Teynham ; read, 
= Road, South Kensington, in the county of and agreed to. 
London, praying for leave to present a 
on to remove doubts as to the validity of Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban 
certain Decree, dated 30th October, istrict Water Bill [H.L.].—The Order 
1893, of the High Court of Justice made on the 25th of April last, appoint- 
S (Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divi- ing certain Lords the Select Committee 
sion) dissolving the marriage solemnised | tg consider the Bill, discharged. 
fon the 16th November, 1880, between 
aly iliam Howard Murphy Grimshaw and wo pthing 
= Mary Evalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw, a 
then Mary Evalina Julia Woodward, 
spinster, and to confirm the said Decree, 
was presented, and read: Ordered that 
X the said petition be taken into considera- 
tion on Monday the 13th instant and 
that notice thereof be given to the said 
Mary Evalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw : 
Leave given to the Petitioner and to the . 
said Evalina Julia Murphy Grimshaw, to RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
be heard by Counsel at the Bar upon the — 
said petition. ALLOTMENTS AND SMALL HOLDINGS. 
| Memorandum of evidence contained 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca-|in Parliamentary Papers as to the de- 
shire Water Board Bill [4.L.]—Reported | mand for allotments and small holdings 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- | and as to the difficulty of obtaining land 
ments. ‘for those purposes. 
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i} 


at the commencement of @ 


Gas Bill—Brought from 
the Commons; read 1*; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


n Asterisk 


London Government Scheme (South- 
wark Borough Market) Bill—Read 3" 


(according to order), and passed. 
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‘opposite a Question of which I have 


Exchange of notes between United given him private notice—namely, when 
Kingdom and Germany respecting the | he will be able to lay on the Table the 


estates of deceased seamen, 16th Feb- 


ruary—2Ist March, 1907. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3770. Saxony (Chemnitz). 

No. 3771. Turkey (Palestine). 

No. 3772. Venezuela (Caracas). 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE (IRELAND). 
Appendix to the Report of the Viceregal 
Commission on Arterial Drainage (Ire- 


land). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (CITY OF MAN- 
CHESTER). 

Order made by the Council of the 
City of Manchester, and confirmed by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, fixing the hours of closing for 
certain classes of shops within a certain 
part of the city; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


FACTORY AND WOKKSHOP BILL [4.1.]. 

A Billto amend the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, with respect to laundries, 
and to extend that Act to certain in- 
stitutions, and to provide for the inspec- 
tion of certain premises—Was presented 
by the Earl Beauchamp ; read 1*; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Tuesday 
the 14th instant. (No. 48.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (I[RELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS BILL [1.1,}. 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the rural district 
of Ballycastle, the Bangor and Newton- 
ards Joint Hospital, County Down, and 
the urban district of Dalkey. Was 
presented by the Lord Denham ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 49.) 

SMALL HOLDINGS. 
THE MARQUESS or LANSDOWNE : 


Papers promised the other evening with 
reference to the subject of small holdings 
and rural depopulation. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE anv FISHERIES 
(Earl Carrincron): I have to apologise 
to the House for not having been able to 
produce the Papers earlier, but the 
amount of information is so enormous 
that there has been difficulty in con- 
densing it. That must be my excuse for 
not having already laid the Papers, 
but I am able to promise that by Monday 
they will be in your Lordships’ hands. 


COMPANIES BILL [u.1.}. 


House in Committee. (according to 
Order). 


[The Eart of Onstow in the Chair.] 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Viscount RIDLEY moved to sub- 
stitute a penalty of £50 for £5. The 
clause provided that if a prospectus 
were issued without a copy thereof being 
filed for registration as required by 
Section 9 of the Companies Act, 1900, the 
company and every person who was 
knowingly a party to the issue of the 
prospectus should, on conviction, be 
liable to a fine not exceeding £5 for every 
day from the date of the issue of the 
prospectus until a copy thereof was so 
filed. He did not think £5 a sufficient 
penalty to deter unscrupulous directors. 
Although if his Amendment were agreed 
to the clause would provide that the 
penalty should be one not exceeding £50, 
it would, of course, be within the power 
of the Court, for merely technical breaches, 
to make the fine as low as they considered 
necessary to meet the particular case. 





| Amendment moved— 


| * five’? 


“In page 4, line 32, to leave out the word 
and to insert the word ‘ fifty.’ ”— 
(Viscount Ridley.) 
Lorp AVEBURY pointed out that the 
fine was one of £5 for every day. There- 


My Lords, I desire to ask the noble Earl | fore, if a number of days had elapsed 
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between the issuing of the prospectus | 


and the filing of a copy the fine would be 
exceedingly heavy. Moreover, it would 


of which would not be in any way 
responsible for the offence. He hoped 
the noble Viscount would not press the 
Amendment. 


*THE Eart or GRANARD said that 
all the penalties in the Bill had been 
carefully considered by the Board of 
Trade and their advisers. They felt that 
a fine of £5 in this case was sufficient. 
As Lord Avebury had pointed out, it was 
not a maximum fine of £5, but of £5 for 
every day from the date of the issue of 
the prospectus until a copy was filed. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


Viscount RIDLEY had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to Clause 5 (limita- 
tion of time for issue of certificates), in 
which he proposed to increase the fine, 
in cases of default in complying with the 
requirements of the section, from £5 to 
£50 for every day during which the 
default continued. He would like to know 
from the noble Earl who represented the 
Board of Trade whether the same objec- 
tion applied to the increase of the fine 
in this case. 


*THe EARL or GRANARD said he 


was afraid the same objection would 


apply. 


Viscount RIDLEY intimated that in 
the circumstances he would not move the 
Amendment. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :-— 


*Toe EARL or GRANARD said the 
Amendments standing in his name to 
this clause had been put down at the 
Instance of the Board of Inland Revenue. | 
The object of the clause was to secure the | 
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filing of particulars of contracts in respect 
of which allotments of shares had been 


_made, in cases where such contracts had 
fall on the company, the shareholders | 


not been pnt into writing. The Amend- 
ments were proposed in order to improve 
the drafting and to prevent any evasion 
of the stamp duties. 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 5, line 14, to leave out the words ‘ a 
contract which under’ and to insert the words 
‘such a contract as is mentioned in’; in lines 
15 and 16 to leave out the words ‘is required 
to be filed with the registrar’; in lines 16 
and 17 to leave out the words ‘it shall be a 
sufficient compliance with that paragraph 
if the company’ and to insert the words ‘ the 
company shall’; in line 21, after the word 
‘ writing’ to insert as new subsections : 


** (2) Such particulars shail be deemed to be an 
instrument within the meaning of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, and the registrar may, as a condition 
of filing the particulars, require that the duty 
payable thereon be adjudicated under section 
twelve of that Act. 

** (3) The provisions of section seven of the 
Companies Act, 1900, imposing penalties for 
default, shall apply as if the requirement of this 
section were a requirement contaired in that 
section.” —(The Earl of Granard.) 


Lorp AVEBURY asked if it was quite 
clear that the proposed new subsections 
involved no addition to the stamp duties 


| payable. 


*Tue EARL or GRANARD replied in 
the affirmative. The only object was to 
prevent any evasion of the present stamp 
duties. 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 7 :— 


Viscount RIDLEY said this clause 
provided for the issue of shares at a 
discount under. certain circumstances, 
and the object of the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name was to secure that if such 
a practice were to be sanctioned at all, a 
point upon which he had considerable 
doubt, it should only be done under 
adequate safeguards. He held that it 
should only be allowed with the sanction 
of a special resolution of the company. 
The safeguard in his Amendment was not, 
he feared, a very large one. It might be 
possible to evade it, but he hoped the 


2M 2 
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Board of Trade would accept the Amend- { 
ment. In many other matters of com- | 
pany management a special resolution | 
of the company was required, and he | 
submitted that in a very important | 
clause of this kind, under which a great 
many doubtful transactions could take 
place, it was only proper that the power 
should be safeguarded as’ much as 
possible. 


Compa nies 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 26, after the word ‘ may’ 
to insert the words ‘with the sanction of 
a special resolution of the company, passed 
and duly confirmed in manner hereinafter 
mentioned, and should such a course be desired 
by not less than 10 per cent. in amount of the 
shareholders with the subsequent approvalof the 
court.’ ”’—(Viscount Ridley.) 


THe Eart or GRANARD said that 
when the clause was drafted it was 
recognised that safeguards were necessary, 


and consequently the provision was in- ) 


serted that no company would be able to 
issue capital at a discount unless it had 
continuously carried on business for more 
than two years. They also insisted upon 
a statement being filed with the registrar 
giving exactly the same information 
as would have been contained in 
a prospectus, had one been issued. 
But in order to ensure further publicity 
the Government were prepared to agree 
to the noble Viscount’s Amendment 
down to the word “company,” thereby 
accepting the stipulation that such issue 
should be sanctioned by a_ special 
resolution of the company. They could 
not go further than that, as they thought 
it undesirable that a small minority of 
shareholders should have the power of 
continually harassing the directors, which 
he was afraid would be the case if the 
Amendment were agreed to in its entirety. 


Lorp LEITH or FYVIE regarded it 
as extraordinary that they should be 
considering at this time of day the sale. 
of stock at a discount, when every other 
country in the world had made it a sine 
qua non that stock should never be issued 
at a discount. If this power were | 
granted there should be adequate safe- 
guards. In Germany, France, Belgium, 
Holland, and throughout the United | 
States, the issue of stock at a discount. 
was prohibited by law, and he was! 


Viscount Ridley. 


{LORDS} 


| stozk at a discount, yet a heavy fee was 
‘ paid to underwriters which had the effect 


Bill. 


surprised that there was no Amendment 
on the Paper raising this question. 
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*Lorp FABER reminded the noble Lord 
who had just sat down that though there 
was in the countries referred to no sale of 


of a discount. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LoREBURN) said there was no doubt that 
dangers surrounded the issue of shares 
at a discount. But at present it was 
lawful to pay an underwriting commission 
on the issue of shares, which was practi- 
cally the same thing. It was not thought 
desirable that the law should in practice 
be something in the nature of a sham, 
and therefore this clause, with its safe- 
guards, was proposed. He would be 
glad if noble Lords at a later stage would 
suggest any further safeguards to the 
practice, as, for example, some method 
providing that all the shares in the same 
issue should be issued at the same discount. 
He had served on the Committee until 
a late stage, and believed most of the 
members were of opinion that it was 
better*to make the thing genuine than 
to keep it on its present artificial and 
fictitious footing. The Government had 
accepted the vital part of the noble 
Viscount’s Amendment, but he suggested 
that instead of requiring a spe-ial resolu- 
tion of the company the Amendment 
should read “an extraordinary resolu- 
tion,” which would necessitate only one 
meeting, whereas a special resolution 
would require two. 


Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
suggested that his noble friend should 
leave the matter where it had been left 
by the Lord Chancellor. What was 
really before the House was not whether 
it was desirable to permit the practice 
of issuing shares at a discount, but whether | 
a particular safeguard against the abuse | 
of that practice should or should not 
be adopted. He understood that the 
Government were prepared to meet Lord 
Ridley up to a certain point at all events, 
and if the noble and learned Lord would 
consider whether any further precautions 
were possible, he for one would be quite 
content to leave it there. 
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Viscount RIDLEY accepted the 
suggestion of the Lord Chancellor and 
deleted from his Amendment all the words 
after “company,” and substituted the 
word “extraordinary,” for the word 
“ special.” 


Compu nies 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY inquired whether 
the noble Earl in charge of the Bill was 
prepared to accept his next Amendment, 
to insert the words “ provided that such 
shares shall first be offered to existing 
shareholders.” 


*Tue Eart oF GRANARD said the 
Government could not accept the Amend- 
ment. The directors in the ordinary 
ourse would meet the shareholders at | 
the general meeting, and if it were desired 
to impose any condition on the issue of 
shares at a discount it could be done then. 


Viscount RIDLEY said he would not, 
therefore, move the Amendment. The 
question could be considered between | 
this and the Report Stage. 





- 


Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 
oO 


Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 


Clause 10 :— | 

*THe Ear, or GRANARD said his | 
next Amendment was moved at the | 
request of the India Office, who desired 
that Clause 10 (Payment of interest out | 
of capital) should not over-ride the | 
Indian Railway Company’s Act, 1894. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 7, line 12, after the word ‘ relate’ to | 
insert as a new sub-section ‘(2) Nothing in this | 
section shall affect any company to which the | 
Indian Railway Company’s Act, 1894, as| 
amended by any subsequent enactment, | 
applies.’ ”—-(Z'he Earl of Granard.) | 





On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 11 :— 


*THE EarL oF GRANARD moved to 


Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
| 
| 

leave out the following proviso— | 


(i) In the case of a mortgage or charge | 





| *(9) Where 


| pany ‘ 
| of 
created out of the United Kingdom, it shall not company. 
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be necessary to send the instrument, by which 
the mortgage or charge is created. 

This Amendment was also moved at the 
instance of the Board of Iniand Revenue. 
Its object was to prevent the evasion 
of stamp duties. Ifit were not obligatory 
for the deeds to be produced before the 
registrar it would be impossible for him 
to judge whether or not the duty on them 
had been paid. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 8, to leave out lines 2 to 5.”—(The 
Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THE Eart or GRANARD moved the 
insertion of a new sub-section, the object 
of which was, he said, to remove any 
doubt as to whether a debenture the 
term of which was extended required 
fresh registration. The desire was to 
make it clear that if the life of a deben- 
ture were increased the extension would 
require registration. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 10, line 24, after the word 
‘sufficient’ to msert as a new sub-secticn 
a debenture containing or giving 
by reference to a deed containing a charge re- 


| quired to be registered under this section is 
| renewed by extending the currency thereof 
| beyond the date originally fixed, such renewal 
| shall require to be registered under this section 


as if it a fresh charge. (The Earl of 


“ranard.) 


were 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 12 to 15 agreed to. 

Clause 16 :— 

Viscount RIDLEY moved a similar 


Amendment to this clause (Power to give 
Mortgagee option of purchase) as that 


| which had been agreed to on his Motion 

| with regard to Clause 7 7, providing that 
| the power should only exist with the 
sanction of an extraordin: iry resolution 
of the company. 


Amendment moved— 

37, after the word ‘ com- 
‘ with the sanction 
of the 


“In page ll, line 
to insert the words 
extraordinary — resolution 
>”__( Viscount Ridley.) 


an 
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*THe Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government could not accept the Amend- 
ment, as in their opinion the conduct of 
all company affairs should be left as 
much as possible with the directors. 
They feared that if the Amendment 
were accepted it would unduly hamper 
business and hinder a company borrow- 
ing money. The main clause allowed a 
mortgagee to be given an option of 
purchase, and he reminded their Lord- 
ships of a case tried some years ago in 
which Lord Halsbury and the other Law 
Lords expressed regret that the existing 
state of the law prevented a mortgage 
being issued with option of purchase 
attached. 


Companies 


Lorp AVEBURY hoped the noble 
Viscount would not press the Amend- 
ment. This clause stood on a different 
footing from the one authorising the 
issue of shares at a discount. Where 
the raising of an advance was required 
it might be a question of time, and, if 
the company had to wait for an extra- 
ordinary meeting, it might happen that, 
although the company was perfectly 


solvent and might have made all neces- | 


{LORDS} 





sary arrangements if unhampered, in the | 
meantime it would have to stop payment. | 


Viscount RIDLEY fully recognised 


that this was a highly technical matter. | 


He would not, therefore, press the Amend- 
ment now ; but perhaps the noble Earl in 
charge of the Bill would allow him to 
consult with him before the Report Stage. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 16 agreed to. 
Clauses 17 to 19 agreed to. 


Clause 20:— 





Viscount RIDLEY moved to amend | 
sub-section (3) so as to provide that| 
where inspection of the register was | There was a precedent for the words he 
refused, or a copy refused, the company | | proposed in the Public Trustee Act, 
should on conviction be liable to a fine | which enacted that accounts should be 


of £20. The fine at present in the clause 
—£2—was quite inadequate, and as the 
fine was not one per day he hoped the 
objection which had been taken to his 
previous Amendment would not apply. 





Bill. 1004 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 13, line 19, to leave out the word 
‘two’ and to insert the word ‘ twenty.’ ”— 
(Viscount Ridley.) 


*THe Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government could not accept the Amend- 
ment except in a qualified form. The 
Bill at present made the fine £2, and a 
further fine of £2 for each day the refusal 
continued, The Government would agree 
to the first fine being raised to £5. 

Viscount RIDLEY: Could not the 
noble Earl make it £10 ? 


*Tue Eart of GRANARD : I am afraid 


not. 


Viscount RIDLEY: Then I will alter 
the word “twenty ” in my Amendment 
to “ five.” 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 21:— 


Lorp AVEBURY proposed that one 
at least of the auditors, in the case of 
every company whose authorised capital 
amounted to £50,000, should be a pro- 
fessional accountant. This provision was 
necessary because auditors not specially 
trained in accounts sometimes over- 
looked matters that ought to be brought 
to light. The auditing of accounts was 
a very technical, he might almost say 
scientific, business, and it was extremely 
desirable in the interests of the share- 
holders that one at least of the auditors 
in all important companies should have 
had professional training. He had been 
told that the term “ professional accoun- 
tant’ was not exactly a legal term, but 


| he could not insert ‘‘ chartered accoun- 


tant” because there were many excellent 
accountants who were not 


| audited by a solicitor or public ac- 
countant ; and for the last thirty years 
the term “ public accountant ” in that 
Act had been taken to mean a person in 
the profession of an accountant. But 
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even if it should be held that there was | 
not a very clear legal definition, still | 
there was no doubt that the insertion in | 
the Act of words of the kind proposed | 


Compunies 


would have very great effect in inducing | 
| * auditors,’ to insert the words ‘one at least 


companies to appoint as one of their 


auditors a person who had been really | 


trained to that duty. He had known 


several cases where otherwise excellent | 
auditors had, through not having special | 


training, overlooked frauds which a 
professional accountant would at once 
have detected. In the interests, there- 
fore, of the shareholders of these com- 
panies he hoped his Amendment would 
be accepted. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 13, line 32, after the word 
‘auditors * to insert the words ‘one at least 
of whom, in the case of every company whose 
authorised capital amounts to fifty thousand 
pounds, shall be a professional accountant.’ ”— 
(Lord Avebury.) 


*Lorp FABER said this point came up 
before the Committee, and it was felt 
that there was great difficulty in ascer- 
taining what was meant by a professional 
accountant. The Committee were told 
that it would really mean an accountant 
who belonged to one or other of the 
chartered societies. The Committee felt 
that that would be narrowing the ap- 
pointment too much, and it was there- 
fore left to thecompany. Though the 
Amendment looked very reasonable on 
the face of it there was still the same 
ambiguity as to what the term “ profes- 
sional accountant” really meant. In his 
opinion it would lead to more harm than 
good to stereotype the matter in the way 
proposed, and he therefore hoped the 
Amendment would not be pressed. 





*THe Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government could not accept the Amend- 
ment in the form proposed. He sug- 
gested that the words might run— 


“One at least of the auditors shall be a 
person who publicly carries on business as Jan 
accountant.” 


Lorp AVEBURY accepted this sug- 
gestion, and asked permission to with- 
draw his Amendment as_ previously 
worded and to substitute one in the 
terms suggested by the noble Earl. 
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Amendment, jby leave of the Com- 
mittee withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 13, line 32, after the word 


| of the auditors shall be a person who publicly 
| carries on business as an accountant.’ ”—(Lord 
| Avebury.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE still thought the 
words proposed were vague. Any person 
who merely had a brass plate fixed to the 

| door of an office, and who knew nothing 
| whatever about the business of an ac- 
'countant, might claim publicly to carry 
| on that business. 

| 
| Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
object, of course, was to make sure, if 
| possible, that a competent person would be 
| appointed. That could not be done by a 
| definition of professional accountant, 
because that might set up a monopoly 
|for those who belonged to a limited 
‘number of societies. On the other hand, 
| a perusal of the records at the Board of 
Trade would show many comic instances 
of the type of person who had been em- 
ployed by bogus companies as an account- 
ant, a term which had no definite meaning 
in law. Extraordinary persons had been 
put forward as accountants merely to 
discharge a sham duty. Ifa satisfactory 
term could be found, he, for one, would 
be glad ; but, as Lord Granard had said, 
there was a precedent for the requirement 
that the person should publicly carry on 
the business of an accountant. This 
provision would at least exclude a 
number of objectionable persons, but 
he agreed with his noble and learned 
friend opposite that it was not an ideal 
one. 


THE Eart or GALLOWAY sub- 
mitted that it was quite unnecessary to 
insist on a professional accountant. The 
most successful company in this country 
was the Army and Navy Co-operative 
Society ; yet ever since its inception the 
auditors had been military men. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


we 
Lorp AVEBURY moved an Amend- 
ment to Sub-section (3) to provide that 
“the balance-sheet shall be signed by 
two of the directors. of the company.” 
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He said that as the directors were really | where a change was made notice of the 
the responsible persons, it would be | change should be given to the existing 
more satisfactory that two of them) 
|charge of the Bill would consider that 


should sign the balance-sheet. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 5, at the beginning 
of Sub-section (3), to insert the 
‘The balance-sheet shall be signed by two of 
the directors of the company and.’ ’—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


*THE Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government had no objection to this 
Amendment, which simply applied to all 
companies the existing rule as to banking 
companies. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp “AVEBURY moved to omit 
the words “and by the company to 
every shareholder not less than seven 
days ” from Sub-section (4), which read— 

“A person, other than a retiring auditor, 
shall not be capable of being appointed auditor 
at an annual general meeting unless notice of an 
intention to nominate that person to the office 
of auditor has been given by the nominator to 
the company not less than fourteen days, and by 
the company to every shareholder not less than 
seven days, before the annual general meeting.” 
He contended that under the sub- 
section, if shareholders gave notice of 
their intention to nominate a new auditor, 
the directors might defeat their object 
by omitting to give notice to every 
shareholder. It might be said that that 
could be avoided by inserting correspond- 
ing words at a lxter part of the sub- 
section, but he hoped that would not be 
done, because the effect of putting in 
those words would be that any enter- 
prising firm of accountants might get 
some person to nominate them as auditors 
of a-great company and then there would 
be imposed upon the directors the 
obligation of sending an intimation of 
the nomination to every one of the 
shareholders. In that way a substantial 
expenditure might be imposed on a 
company in order to advocate some 
young person who perhaps did not at 
all deserve it. The object of deleting 
the words in his Amendment was to 
enable the shareholders, if they really 
wished to do so, to change the auditors. 
He suggested that it would «also be 
Cesirable to insert words providing that 


Lord Avebury. 


words | 


auditors. Perhaps the noble Earl in 


point before the next stage. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, lines 14 and 15, to leave out 
the words ‘and by the company to every 


| shareholder not less than seven days.’ ”—(Lord 
| Avebury.) 


*Lorp FABER pointed out that if this 
Amendment was accepted the directors 
might appoint a new auditor without 
giving the shareholders notice. In his 
opinion it would be very dangerous to 
leave out the words requiring this 
notice. 


BALFOUR or. BURLEIGH 
said the Amendment had _ produced 
something like consternation among 
gentlemen who had communicated with 
him from Scotland, and who thought the 
Amendment would have an opposite 
effect from that desired. The words in the 
clause were, in his opinion, a protection 
to the shareholders, and he hoped they 
would be retained. 


Lorp 


*THEe Fart or GRANARD said that if 
the Amendment were accepted the 
directors would !e able to spring the 
appointment of an auditor on the s'\are- 
holders, as there would be no obligation 
whatever upon the directors to send 
notice of a proposed change to the 
shareholders. He suggested that the 
matter should be left over until the 
Report stage. 


*Lorp AVEBURY was quite willing to 
agree to this course, but thought there 
was some obvious misunderstanding as 
to the effect of the clause. The clause 
did not say that the directors should give 
notice to the shareholders, but that if 
they did not, the shareholders could not 
make a change. The claus» had an 
exactly opposite effect from that which 
Lord Balfour and Lord Faber supposed. 
Let them take the case where share- 
holders wished to change an auditor. As 
the clause stood they would give notice 
to the directors, but unless the directors 
themselves gave notice to all the share- 
holders the auditor could not be changed. 
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As the clause at present stood the 
directors had nothing to do, if they 
wished to prevent the change, but to 
put the nomination in the waste-paper 
basket. 


Companies 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH held 
that the omission of the words would not 
eure the evil which the noble Lord 
feared, because if no notice were given 
to the shareholders of an intended 
change the shareholders who approved 
of the existing auditor and did not wish 
a change would probably not come to 
the meeting, as they would be ignorant 
of the proposal. The directors, would, 
therefore, have their own way. He did 
not see how they could secure effective 
notice being given to the shareholders 
without laying the obligation on the 
directors. 


Lorp AVEBURY said that, if the 


words were left in, the auditors, however 


much the shareholders might wish it, | 


could not be changed unless the directors 
gave the notice. He would not pursue 
the matter further now, but would let 
it stand over till Report stage. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Consequential Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved to add a 
new sub-section to provide that where, 
in any prospectus issued by a company, 
any person was named as the auditor, the 
said person should, unless he resigned the 
appointment, continue to be the auditor 
until the first annual general meeting 
succeeding the issue thereof. This 
Amendment was, he said, intended to 
guard against cases in which a highly 
respectable firm of accountants were 
advertised in the prospectus as auditors, 
and then, before the next meeting, were 
displaced and someone else more under 
the control of the directors appointed 
in their stead. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 14, line 22, after the word 
‘pounds’ to insert the following new sub 
section: ‘(6) Where in any prospectus issued 
by acompany any person is named as the auditor 
the said person shall, unless he resign the ap- 
pointment, continue to be the auditor of the 
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said company until the first annual general 
meeting succeeding the issue thereof.’ ’—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


*THe Eart or GRANARD said there 
was so much similarity between the 
sub-section proposed by the noble lord 
and that already existing in the Companies 
Act of 1900, that he trusted his noble 
friend would not press the Amendment. 
The section in the Companies Act read— 

“The first auditors of a company may be 

appointed by the directors before the statutory 
meeting, and, if so appointed, shall hold office 
until the first annual general meeting, unless 
previously removed by the shareholders at a 
general meeting.” 
He had inquired that day as to whether 
this section in the Act of 1900 had worked 
well, and had been informed that since 
the Act came into force there had been 
no trouble such as the noble Lord had 
referred to. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said there was a 
word in the Amendment which was not 
to be found in the Companies Act of 1900. 
Removal was provided for in that Act, 
but not resignation. He thought it would 
be wise to provide that a company should 
be bound, if an auditor resigned, to make 
the fact public. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR thought 
the Amendment weakened the existing 
law. At present the auditor con- 
tinued to be the auditor, not until 
he resigned, but until publicly removed. 
This business bristled with difficulties, 
and if the noble Lord would communicate 
with him he would consider the matter 
before the Report stage. 


Lorp AVEBURY said they were, of 
course, all aiming at the same object, 
and he gladly accepted the noble and 
learned Lord’s suggestion. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
moved to insert a new clause after Clause 
21 to provide that in the case of com- 
panies registered in Scotland the sum- 
mary mentioned in Section 26,of the 
Companies Act, 1862, in addition to the 
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particulars required to be specified by 
that section and by Section 19 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, should also specify 
the total amount of debt due from the 
company in respect of all mortgages and 
charges. The Amendment had _ been 
suggested to him by a society of account- 
ants in Scotland, who thought that, 
having regard to the provisions of the 
Scottish law, it was desirable that this 
information should be given. He had 
sent a detailed memorandum to the noble 


Companies 





Lord who represented the Board of 
Trade, in order that he might be 
enabled to siy whether or not the 
Board of Trade considered the Amend- | 
ment an improvement. He would feel 
quite satisfied on a point of this kind 
with the opinion of the Board of Trade. 
He understood that the Amendment 
would carry out the recommendation 
of the Departmental Committee which 
reported about two years ago ; but if the | 
Board of Trade, having considered the | 
effect of the proposal, said it would not | 
be a good Amendment, he was not pre- 
pared at the present moment to divide 
the House upon it. 





Amendment moved— 


| 
“ After Clause 21, to insert the following | 
new clause :— 


“In the case of companies registered in | 
Scotland the Summary mentioned in Section | 
26 of the Companies Act, 1862, in addition to | 
the particulars required to be specified by | 
that section and by Section 19 of the Companies 
Act, 1900, shall also specify the total amount 
of debt due from the company in respect of all | 
mortgages and charges.’”—(Lord Balfour of | 
Burleigh.) | 


*THe Eart or GRANARD said the | 
Board of Trade had always been in| 
favour of the clause as moved by his | 
noble friend. The only reason it was | 
not incorporated in the Bill in the first | 
instance was that the Board of Trade 
had not then received a reply from the | 


Scottish Office. | 





On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 22 :— 


| 
| 
*Tue Ear. or GRANARD moved an | 
Amendment, the object of which aie! 
he_ said, to attach a penalty to failure | 
to file an annual statement of assets and | 
liabilities. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 25, to leave out tho words 
‘annually forward to the registrar with’ and 
to insert the words ‘ include in.’ "—(T'he Earl 
of Granard.) 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
his friends in Scotland were afraid that 
the Amendment as now worded would 
have an opposite effect, and might 
operate to prevent companies filing their 
balance sheets. If so that would be very 
unsatisfactory, because the filing of the 
actual balance sheet, as audited and 
presented to the shareholders, was the 
most satisfactory way of making the 
position of the company public. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
point was really one of drafting. The 
clause now read— 

‘* Every company required to forward to the 


registrar a summary under Section 26 of the 
Companies’ Act, 1862, shall annually forward 


| to the registrar with that summary a statement 


of its affairs.” 


If the Amendment were accepted it 
would run— 

“ Every company require! to forward to the 
registrar a summary under Section 26 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, shall inclule in that 
summary a statement of its affairs.” 


The Amendment only meant that, 
instead of sending an accompanying 


' document, the statement of the affairs of 


the company should be included as part 
of the summary. ‘ 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 


the provision as it stood in the clause 


/implied the forwarding of another docu- 


ment which had been audited and made 
public. The operation of the word 
“include” did not seem so distinctly to 


connote the actual balance shcet. But 


if the noble and learned Lord was clear 


'on the point he had nothing surther to 
“say. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY moved to leave out 
the words “of its affairs” from the 
provision as amended, and as read a 
moment before by the Lord Chancellor, 
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He understood that the Amendment | limited companies, and more especially 
would be accepted. |in the small limited companies, the 
7 | shareholder knew all about the company, 
Amendment moved— | but the creditor did not. Private 
“In page 14, line 26, to leave out the words Companies were generally turned into 
‘ of its affairs.’ °—(Lord Avebury.) | limited companies for family reasons, but 
' there was a class of man who turned his 
*THE Kart or GRANARD accepted | company into a limited company because 
the Amendment. |he desired to escape liability. In the 
| former case the absence of a requirement 
that the company should disclose its 
| affairs did not very much matter, but in 
*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH | the case of a man whose only desire was 
moved an Amendment designed to secure | to escape liability and responsibility it was 
that the clause should not apply to a of vital importance that the creditor 
private company unless such company | should know the position of the company. 
had er ated a mortgage or charge as} No man was obliged to turn his private 
defined by subsection 1 of Section 11 | company into a limited company, and if 
of the Bill. He said there was a large | he came under the protection afforded by 
class of private companies in the country | statute to a limited company there was no 
which were more or less family affairs, | reason why he should not be compelled to 
the shares being held, as a rule, by rela- | file a statement showing, not how he was 
tions, and not being alienable to the | going on, but how the limited company 
public at all. It seemed unnecessary | was going on. 
that compynies of that kind, which did | 
not go to the public for mortgages or | 
debentures, should be asked to disclose 
their affairs, 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 





Tut LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
existing law was liable to abuse in this 
| sense, that people might carry on business 
| under a limited liability and keep the 

Amendment moved— public entirely in the dark as to their 

“In page 14, line 32, after the word ‘loss’ | financial position. That might operate 
to insert the words ‘this section shall not | hardly on the sh wreholders, who might 
apply to a private company unless such com- | }, cheated into taking shares, but it 
pany has created a mortgage or charge as| . th ‘Il eee ty 
defined by subs2:tion one ot section eleven of this | might operate with still greater severity 
Act.’ "—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) towards the creditors, who had no oppor- 
tunity whatever of knowing what was the 





*THe Eart or GRANARD said many 
people looked upon small companies, 
wth shirsholders limited to friends 
ani m2mbers of a family, as being in 
the nature of pirtnerships. The ditfer- 
ence was that in the case of a partner- 
ship the liability of each partner was 
unlimited, while in the case of a limited 
company the liability was only on the 
assets of the company, and not un- 
limited, as in the other case. It was not 
quite logical, when they required ordinary 
limited companies to file an annual 
statement, not to require the same thing 
from a private company. 


*Lorp FABER thought that the Amend- 
ment, if agreed to, would strike a very 
heavy blow at the Bill. After all, the 
man who was concerned most vitally in 
the matter of limited companies was not 
tlie shareholder but the creditor. In 


financial position of the concerns with 
which they were asked to deal, and who 
yet found that under the limited liability 
law they were unable to recover their 
debt. Banking companies now were 
obliged to publish their statements of 
affairs, and they had done it without 
objection for many years, while private 
bankers, who were not by statute obliged 
to do so, had followed suit. The object 
of this amendment of the law was to 
secure publicity as to the true state of 
affairs of a company in order that the 
creditors and those who dealt with it 





might know where they were. He did 
|not think it was unfair that private 
|companies should be asked to give 
j this public information in return for the 
| limit of liability which was bestowed upon 
| them by statute. On principle, he could 
‘not see anv reason why people who 
‘took advantage of the limitation which 
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the law gave them in their liability should 
not accept the legitimate consequences 
of that limitation. He did not think it 
was unfair, and he did not think it would 
hurt these companies. He would be 
very sorry indeed to do anything of the 
kind, because he knew perfectly well 
that the great bulk of business in this 
country was done by limited companies, 
and that they were mostly honestly 
conducted. They had to steer between 
the danger of injuring the public enter- 
prise of companies, and the danger of 
the swindles which took place on a con- 
siderable scale every year. It seemed 
to him they could not complain if people 
asked that these companies should, like 
bankers, give public information as to 
what their financial state was in return 
for the protection which the law offered. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said he adhered to his opinion that the Bill 
as it stood pressed unduly hardly upon 
private companies in making them 
disclose their affairs, with which nobody 
could have any real concern. But, in 
deference to the weight of opinion on both 
sides of the House, he should not press 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 22, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 23 and 24 agreed to. 
Clause 25 :— 


Viscount RIDLEY said the fine in 
this clause was for a serious offence and 
should be increased. The clause sub- 
stituted the following section for Section 
49 of the Companies Act, 1862— 

“A general meeting of every company shall 
be held once at least in every calendar year, 
and not more than fifteen months after the 
holding of the last preceding generai meeting 
and if not so held, the company, and every 
director, manager, secretary, and other officer 
of the company, who is knowingly a party to 
the default, shall on conviction be liable to a 
fine not exceeding fifty pounds.” 

He moved that the fine of £50 should be 
per day for every day in default. The 
Amendment was safeguarded by the fact 
that only those who were knowingly 
parties to the default could be mulcted. 
Lord Lorehurn. 
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The offence could be a very serious one 
for shareholders, and he hoped the 
Government would accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 23, after the word 
‘pounds’ to insert the words ‘ per day for 
every day in default.’ "—( Viscount Ridley.) 


Lorp AVEBURY hoped the Amend- 
ment would not be pressed. The com- 
pany would have to pay the fine, and it 
would be very hard on the shareholders 
if, through some mistake of the directors 
or officials, the meeting was not held for 
some time. He could not help feeling 
that the provision in the clause as it stood 
was quite sufficient. 


Viscount RIDLEY thought the ob- 
jection which Lord Avebury had taken 
would be removed if the words ‘‘ the 
company and” were omitted. The 
clause would then read— 


“ And if not so held every director, manager, 
secretary,” etc. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR said _ it 
was very difficult to draw the line. They 
did not wish to worry directors. It was 
essential that good men should be ob- 
tainable as directors, and he did not think 
it would be advisable to expose them to 
such a penalty as that proposed by the 
noble Viscount, because what they did 
might be done through a slip though 
knowingly done. Under the Amend- 
ment an honest man might find himself 
liable to considerable fines for an offence 
which was not a very serious one. 


Viscount RIDLEY submitted that it 
was not likely, in cases such as the noble 
and learned Lord had mentioned, that 
the maximum penalty would be imposed. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved to insert a 
new sub-section to provide that at least 
twenty-one davs notice, exclusive of the 
date by which proxies must be lodged, 
must be given of all meetings of every 
company. At present, he said, the notice 
was only seven days. That might be 
sufficient in certain cases, but, in the case 
of companies who desired to evade the 
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provisions of the Act and not to fulfil their 
obligations, the limit of seven days could 
be used in such a way as to make the 
notice nugatory and to render any com- 
bined agitation on the part of the share- 
holders entirely useless. It was possible, 
and it was done in certain cases, to hold 
meetings on 28th December. The 
previous three days were practically 
non-business days, so that, with the 
provision as to the lodging of proxies, 
they gave no opportunity to shareholders 
of combining amongst themselves, and 
placed the whole proceedings entirely at 
the merey of unscrupulous directors. 
He attached great importance, therefore, 
to an increase in the time for the serving 
of notice. 
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Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new subsection: ‘(2) At 
least twenty-one days notice exclusive of 
the date by which proxies must be lodged must 
he given of all meetings of every company.’ ”— 
(Viscount Ridley.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the noble Viscount had put a very 
extraordinary case. Personally he would 
have no sympathy with a company which 
held its meeting on 28th December under 
such circumstances as the noble Viscount 
had indicated. Care must be taken not to 
hamper legitimate companies which de- 
sired to make changes in their articles of 
association. If there had to be twenty- 
one days notice of each meeting, proceed- 
ings in connection with even the smallest 
change in the articles of association would 
be spread over three months. 


*Lorp FABER expressed a certain 
amount of sympathy with the Amend- 
ment. Seven days was too short a time 
in which to issue proxies and to get them 
in again. But, on the other hand, 
twenty-one days was too long, and 
might lead to “lobbying” which was 
to be avoided. He suggested the re- 
duction of the period of notice to 
fourteen days. 


*Tue Eart or GRANARD said that 
if the noble Viscount would agree to a 
notice of fourteen days the Government 
would be willing to accept it. 


Viscount RIDLEY said he would be 
glad to alter his Amendment accordingly. 
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On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Clause 25, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved to amend 
this clause, which provided that— 

“The Court may, if it thinks fit, on the 
application of any member of a company, call 
or direct the calling of a general meeting of the 
company,” 
by the addition, at the end, of the words, 
“or direct the suspension of any meet- 
ing.” 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 15, line 25, after the word 
‘company ’ to insert the words ‘or direct the 
suspension of any meeting.’ ’—( Viscount 
Ridley.) 


*Lorp FABER did not think it advisable 
to throw too much responsibility on the 
Board of Trade in this matter. It was 
not the duty of the Board of Trade to 
manage a company, but to see that when 
a company was being formed true data 
were given to the shareholders. If the 
shareholder had true data before him he 
must be the master of his own destiny, 
and it was not advisable to call in the 
Board of Trade unnecessarily. 


*Tue Eart or GRANARD said the 
Government were not disposed to accept 
the Amendment. They did not wish to 
enable individual Members to worry 
companies unduly. The clause, as it 
stood, gave power to call or direct the 
calling of a general meeting of the 
company, and he did not think the 
Court should be asked to interfere any 
further in the matter. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 26 agreed to. 


Clause 27 :— 

Viscount RIDLEY moved an Amend- 
ment to provide that a poll might be 
demanded at a meeting of a company 
on any motion for adjournment as well as 
on any special resolution. It frequently 
happened that directors of a company 
whose conduct was attacked by share- 





holders adjourned the proceedings time 
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after time in their own interest under the 
rule which placed the adjournment 
entirely in the hands of the chairman. 


Companies 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 26, after the word ‘ de- | 


manded ’ to insert the words ‘ on any resolution 
whether for adjournment or otherwise.’ ’— 
(Viscount Ridley.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said there 
might be cantankerous shareholders bent 
on worrying the company, as well as 
unscrupulous chairmen; and it was 
perhaps better to leave such a matter as 
the adjournment of the meeting to be 
regulated by each company in its articles 
of association. 


Viscount RIDLEY hoped the noble 
and learned Lord would consider the 
point a little further. He was assured by 
many who had close acquaintance with 
the affairs of companies in the City that 
the case which he had put in moving his 
Amendment was one which frequently 
occurred. The particular companies 
which might take the course his Amend- 
ment was designed to prevent were just 
the companies whose articles of associa- 
tion could not be trusted to regulate the 
matter. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said the 


Government would consider the point in | 
the light of what the noble Viscount had 


said. 


Amendment, by [leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 27, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved the inser- 
tion of a new section after Clause 27. 
He assured the Committee that the 
proposed section was not so formidable 
as it looked. The only difference between 


this section and the section which it 


proposed to amend consisted in the word | 


“like ” in the middle of the clause. The 
new section provided that when a resolu- 
tion had been passed by a majority of not 
less than three-fourths of the members, 
that resolution should be confirmed by a 
“ like ” majority at a subsequent meeting. 


Viscount Ridley. 
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At present a resolution passed by a 
majority of not less than three-fourths 
‘had only to be confirmed by a bare 
| majority. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 27, to insert the following 
new clause, ‘The following section shall be 
substituted for Section 51 of the Companies Act, 
1862: A resolution passed by the company under 
this Act shall be deemed to be special whenever 
a resolution has been passed by a majority 
of not less than three-fourths of such members 
of the company for the time being entitled, 
according to the regulations of the company, to 
vote, as may be present in person or by proxy 
(in cases where, by the regulations of the com- 
pany, proxies are allowed) at any general meet- 
ing at which notice specifying the intention to 
propose such resolution has been duly given 
and such resolution has been confirmed by a 
like majority of such members for the time 
being entitled according to the rerulations of the 
company, to vote, as may be present in person 
or by proxy at a subsequent meeting of whieh 
notice has been duly given, and held at an in- 
terval of not less than fourteen days nor more 
than one month from the date of the meeting at 
which such resolution was first passed, At any 
meeting mentioned in this section, unless a 
poll is demanded by at least five members, 
a declaration of the chairman that the resolu- 
tion has been carried shall be deemed con- 
elusive evidence otf the fact, without proof 
of the number or proportion of the votes re- 
corded in favour of or against the same. In 
computing the majority under this section 
when a poll is demanded, reference shall be 
had to the number of votes to which each 
member is entitled by the regulations of the 
company.’ ”’—( Viscount Ridley.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
the noble Viscount was not quite accurate 
in his statement of the effect of his 
Amendment, as certain words now in 
the section were proposed by it to be 
repeated. On the general question, he 
submitted that it was rather a large 
and undue burden to place upon those 
who had the management of a company 
that they should secure a three-fourths 
majority at the subsequent meeting. 
He thought that if a resolution was once 
carried by three-fourths of those entitled 
to vote at the first meeting, it was 
sufficient that it should be subsequently 
confirmed by a bare majority. Con- 
sidering the extreme difficulty of getting 
together three-fourths of a body of one 
way of thinking, it would be placing too 
large a power in the hands of a relatively 
speaking small minority to adopt the 
Amendment. 
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' Viscount RIDLEY said that if the 
Amendment had any other effect than 
that which he had stated it was entirely 
unintentional, and due to a mistake 
in copying. There was no intention on 
his part to make any change except the 
one to which he had referred. 


Lorp AVEBURY said he had had to 
do with a great number of cases where 
these special resolutions had been passed, 
and had heard no complaint of the present 
law. It had worked in a manner satis- 
factory to all concerned, and he saw 
no reason why it should now be altered. 


*Tue Eart or GRANARD stated that 
the view of the Board of Trade had been 
admirably expressed by Lord Avebury. 
There had been no complaint of the 
working of the section as it stood. Indeed 
petitions had been received at the 
Board of Trade asking that the necessity 
for a majority at the confirmatory 
meeting should be abolished altogether. 
The noble Viscount appeared to be 
alone in wishing to make these special 
resolutions more difficult. 


Amendment, by leave ‘of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clauses 28 to 31 agreed to. 
Clause 32 :— 


*Tue Eart or GRANARD said this 
clause gave the Court jurisdiction in regard 
to the making of an order staying the 
dissolution of a company, and the object 
of the Amendment standing in his name 
was to secure that an office copy of the 
order made should be filed with the 
registrar, so that the information should 
be thereby given of the fact to anyone 
searching the file. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 5, after the word 
‘dissolved’ to insert as a new sub-section : 
‘(3) It shall be the duty of the person on 
whose application the order was made, within 
seven days after the making of the order, to 
file with the registrar an office copy ot the order, 
and if such person fails to do so he shall be 
liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding 
five pounds for every day during which the 
default continues.’ ’—(Z'he Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Clause 32, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 33 and 34 agreed to. 


Clause 35 :— 


*THe Eart or GRANARD said he 
moved the next Amendment with the 
object of making it perfectly clear that 
when a director had not the qualifications 
laid down by the Act of 1900 he would be 
liable to a penalty of £5 for every single 
day up to the last day on which he 
attended a Board meeting or otherwise 
acted as a director. 


A mendm ent moved— 


“In page 17, line 33, to leave out from 
the word ‘ person’ to the end of the clause, 
and to insert the words ‘acts as a director 
of the company he shall be liable on conviction 
to a fine not exceeding five pounds for every 
day between the expiration of the said pericd 
or shorter time and the last day on which it is 
proved that he acted as a director.’ "—(The 
Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 35, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved to insert a 
new clause to provide that no director 
might vote or take part in any matter or 
dealing of any kind with or affecting any 
other businessor company in which he was 
interested or concerned unless the fullest 
disclosure was made in writing of his 
interest or connection. This was a case 
in which they were all desirous of de- 
feating wrong-doers, but they felt the 
difficulty of doing that effectively with- 
out unduly hampering legitimate busi- 
ness. But there had been cases of inter- 
dealings with other companies which had 
led to serious disclosures. His Amend- 
ment merely provided for the setting out 
in writing of the director’s interest, and 
was not one which in any way hampered 
legitimate business. 


Amendment moved— 


‘“ After Clause 35, to insert the following 
new clause, ‘No director may vote or take part in 
any matter or dealing of any kind soever with or 
affecting any other business or company in 
which he is interested or concerned unless the 
tullest disclosure is made in writing of his 
interest or connection.’ ”—( Viscount Ridley.) 
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Tur LORD CHANCELLOR said there 


was no doubt whatever that the principle 
which animated the noble Viscount was a 
perfectly right one, but his noble friend 
ignored the extent to which the law 
already recognised the propriety of this | 
rule. If a director were interested in a | 
contract with his company, no matter | 
whether it was a fair or an unfair one, for | 
the law would not allow the question to 
be investigated, the mere fact that he had 
such an interest was sufficient in itself to 
enable the company to annul the con- 
tract, or, if they liked, to sue him for mis- 
feasance. The thing which the noble 
Viscount sought to prohibit by his 
Amendment was void as it was. If a 
director made a contract in which he 
himself was interested the transaction 
was void in law. 

Amendment, by leave of the Com- 


mittee, withdrawn. 


| 
} 


Companies 


Clause 36 agreed to. 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said | 
there was an old Act of the Scots Parlia- | 
ment which had been held to invalidate | 
what were known as bearer bonds. ‘The | 
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company, in turning itself into a public 
company, in addition to the requirements 
specified in the clause, should file with 
the registrar “such a statement as the 
company, if a public company, would, 
under the provisions of Section 6 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, have had to file 
before commencing business.” The ob- 
ject of the Amendment was to prevent 
a public company evading the require- 
ments of the Act of 1900. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 19, line 25, after the word 
‘debentures,’ to insert the words ‘to- 
gether with such a statement as the company 
if a public company would, under the provisions 
of Section 6 of the Companies Act, 1900, have 
had to file before commencing business.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Granard.) ‘ 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 38 agreed to. 

Clause 39 :— 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


moved the insertion of a proviso to the 


new Clause, the insertion of which he now | effect that no preference or special privi- 
rose to move, adopted the recommenda- | lege attached to or belonging to any class 
tion of the Incorporated Law Society of | of shares should be interfered with except 
Scotland confirmed by the Report of the | by a special resolution passed and con- 
Committee of June last. There were| firmed by shareholders of that class 
some companies in Scotland which had | independently of the presence or votes of 
issued bonds to bearer. That being so, | any shareholders of any other class, and 
it was obviously beyond all doubt that | every resolution so passed should be a 
the old Act of the Scots Parliament | valid special resolution binding all share- 
should not stand in the way of the, holders of such class. This seemed to 
acknowledgment of their validity. him so obviously just that he had every 
|hope that his Amendment would be 
Amendment moved— | accepted. 

** After Clause 36, to insert the following new 
clause, * Notwithstanding anything contained 





Amendment moved 





in the statute of the Scots Parliament of 1696, sé ; = : . " 
cap. 25, debentures to bearer issued in Scotland | . In poze 20, line 5, after the word 
| ‘classes,’ to insert the words but pro- 


are declared to be valid and binding according | iad aban A 
‘ o & ays that no preference or special 

to their terms.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) | privilege attached to or nate to plc pore 
a , ; * | of shares shall be interfered with except by a 
*Tue Eart or GRANARD accepted the | special resolution passed and confirmed’ by 
Amendment. | shareholders of that class independently ot the 
presence or votes of any shareholders of any 

other class, and every resolution so passed shall 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37 :— 


*THE Ear, or GRANARD moved an 


be a valid special resolution, binding all share- 
holders of such class.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burletgh.) 


*THe Eart of GRANARD said the 








Amendment providing that a private | Government regarded the Amendment as 
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a great improvement of the clause, and | 
gladly accepted it. 


Companies 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THeE Eart or GRANARD said the 
object of his new subsection was to secure 
that, when an order was made sanctioning 
a reorganisation of capital, an office copy 
of the transaction should be filed. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 20, line 5, after the word 
‘classes’ to insert as a new subsection: 
‘(2) Where an order is made under this 
section an office copy thereof shall be filed with 
the registrar within seven days after the making 
of the order, and if default is made in compliance 
with this provision the company, and every 
director, manager, secretary, or other officer 
of the company who is knowingly a party to the 
default, shall on conviction be liable to a fine 
not exceeding five pounds for every day during 
which the default continues.’””—(The Earl of 
Granard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to 


Clause 39, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 40 agreed to. 


Clause 41 :— 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


THe Eart or GRANARD moved an 
Amendment providing that a receiver or 
manager of the property of a company 
shall, on ceasing to act as such receiver or 
manager, file with the registrar notice to 
that effect, which notice shall be entered 
by the registrar on the register of 
mortgages and charges. The object was 
to secure that the information on the 
registrar's file should be as complete as 
possible. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 20, line 17, after the 
‘relates’ to insert the words ‘ and shall 
on{ceasing to act as such receiver or manager, 
file with the registrar notice to that effect, which 
notice shall be entered by the registrar on the 
register of mortgages and charges.’ ’—(The Earl 
of Granard.) 


word 
also, 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 41, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 42 :— 
Lorp BARNARD moved an Amend- 
ment providing that a licence granted by ' 
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the Board of Trade under Section 23 of 


the Companies Act, 1867, might at any 


time be revoked by the Board of Trade if 
the Board was satisfied that the conditions 
and regulations under which such licence 
was granted or held had not been observed, 
This was a totally different matter from 
the commercial questions which had 
hitherto occupied their Lordship’s atten- 
tion. Under Section 23 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1867, any association about 
to be formed which could prove to the 
Board of Trade that its object was to 
promote commerce, art, science, religion, 
or charity, and that its profits were to be 
applied in promotion of those objects, 
and, further, that it strictly prohibited 
dividends, might obtain from the Board 
of Trade a licence to omit the word 
‘Limited ” from its title and yet enjoy 
all the advantages of a limited company. 
Many such associations had been formed, 
and had received the sanction of the 
Board of Trade to omit the word “ Lim- 
ited,” from their title. When this clause 
—Clause 42—first appeared in the Bill 
now before their Lordships, enacting that 
a licence granted by the Board of 
Trade under 30 and 31 Vict., ¢. 131, s. 23, 
might at any time be revoked, many 
persons interested in these associations 
became alarmed, and brought the matter 
to his notice. He then stated that he 
had very little doubt that the clause was 
put into the Billas the result of a recom- 
mendation of the Departmental Com- 
mittee which presented its Report in 
June of last year, and upon {whose 
recommendations the Bill was founded. 
But he had since looked carefully at the 
Report, and had not been able to find any 
reference to the matter. Therefore, he 
and his friends were entirely in the dark 
as to the reason why the clause was 
inserted. If the clause in its present 
form passed into law the result would be 
that the Board of Trade would be able to 
deprive these bodies of the exemptions 
and privileges granted by the section to 
which he had referred, without giving the 
persons concerned any opportunity of 
being heard. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 20, line 23, after the wo-cd 
‘may’ to insert the words ‘if the Board 
is satisfied that the conditions and regulations 
under which such licence was granted or is 
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held have not been _ observed.’ ”—(Lord 
Barnard). 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
was very jealous of giving any company, 
although it might be called charitable or 
non-commercial, exemption in‘this matter. 
He did not see why an association, even 
if formed for purposes not of gain, 
should not be required to enter the word 
“Limited” at the end of the name of 
the company. Attempts had been made 
to carry the privilege given under Section 
23 of the Act of 1867 very far. Indeed, 
when he was Attorney-General he was 
asked whether a golf club might not be 
permitted to dispense with the word 
‘* Limited ” on the ground that it was not 
a money-making concern. The clause 
in the Bill proposed that the licence 
granted by the Board of Trade according 
this privilege might at any time be 
revoked at the discretion of the Board of 
Trade, and he did not see why this 
general discretion should not be given to 
the Board. The privilege in question 
had been granted by the Board of Trade, 
and he failed to see why the parents of 
the privilege should not be empowered 
to destroy their offspring if they so 
wished, 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or SALISBURY 
said this clause touched a number of 
Church Associations, including a very 
important one in 
Diocesan Board of Finance,” and similar 
Trusts in other Dioceses. At the founda- 
tin of their own Board they took the 
bes: advice, that of the late Ear! of 
Selborne. If the word “limited” 
were added to the title of that associ- 
ation they would at once be asked 
what they were doing with their profits, 
because he presumed that the addition 
of “ limited ” was only reasonable in cases 
where there was a profit or loss. Under 
their articles of association there could 
be neither profit nor loss, and, therefore, 
he could not see the advisability of 
adding to their title. He did not think 
there was any reason to suspect that the 
Board of Trade would be anxious to with- 
draw this privilege from them, but it was 
a real privilege, andif it were proposed to 
take it away the association should have 
an opportunity of being heard in oppo- 
sition to such revocation. The Lord 
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Chancellor had spoken as if he had a 
strong feeling in the matter. Was 
not that rather an indication that there 
might be a movement in the direction of a 
general sweep of such companies, so as 
to bring them all into the same net ? 
Speaking for the Salisbury Board of 
Finance he could say that they would 
not have the slightest objection to send- 
ing in their accounts annually, but they 
did. not wish to be called a limited 
company. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said that 
although the Government could not 
accept the Amendment now before the 
House, they had no objection to the 
second Amendment standing in the name 
of, Lord Barnard, which provided that, 
before the revocation of a licence granted 
by the Board of Trade to charitable asso- 
ciations or non-commercial companies 
to dispense with the use of the word 
‘* Limited,” the Department should give 
notice in writing of its intention to 
revoke the licence, and afford the associa- 
tion or company opportunity of being 
heard in opposition to the revocation. 


Lorp BARNARD said he would be 
glad to accept that concession and would 
withdraw the Amendment now before the 
Committee. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 20, line 27, after the word 
‘section’ to insert the words, ‘ Before any 
such licence is revoked under this § section 
the Board ot Trade shall give notice in writing 
of their intention to the company, and shall 
afford the company an opportunity of being 
heard in opposition to such revocation.’ ”— 
(Lord Barnard.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 


*THE Eart or GRANARD saidi the 
insertion of the new Clause which he 
now moved was desired by the Colonial 
Office and by the Commonwealth of 
Australia. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 42, to insert, the following 
new clause : ‘ For removing doubts it is hereby 
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declared that the Commonwealth of Australia 
is a colony within the meaning of the Companies 
(Colonial Registers) Act, 1883.’”—(The Earl 
of Granard). 


Companies 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved a_ new 
clause providing that one-tenth of the 
shareholders might apply to the Board 
of Trade to have an investigation of the 
company. He explained that the object 
of his Amendment was to make it easier, 
in case of wrongdoing by directors, 
to get the Board of Trade to move. At 
present the provisions of Sections 56 and 
57 of the Companies Act, 1862, provided 
under different circumstances for a pro- 
portion of not less than one-fifth of the 
whole number of persons concerned and 
registered on the list of the company as 
members being able to apply to the 
Board of Trade to have an investigation 
into the affairs of the company. His 
Amendment was designed to alter the 
proportion from one-fifth to one-tenth. 
During the past forty or fiftv years the 
Board of Trade had only been put into 
motion by one-fifth of the body of share- 
holders on four or five occasions. There- 
fore the small change proposed in his 
Amendment was not likely to throw any 
serious increase of work on the Board of 
Trade. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 42, to insert the following 
new clause: ‘Section fifty-six, subsection two, 
of the Companies Act, 1862, shall be read 
and construed as if the words therein “ one-fifth 
part’? had been “* one-tenth part.” ”—( Viscount 
Ridley). 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
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{ Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: If the 


noble Viscount will take it at his peril 
as to what may happen here or elsewhere, 
I will accept the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clauses 43 and 44 agreed to. 


Viscount RIDLEY moved the inser- 
| tion of a new clause to provide that any 
condition requiring or binding any share- 
| holder to waive compliance with any 
| of the requirements of this Act should be 
void. He was assured that there were 
companies who inserted into their articles 
a provision that certain sections of the 
Companies Act should not be held binding 
upon the company. He was not quite 
certain what the legal position was or 
whether it was necessary that his pre- 
posed new clause should be put into the 
Bill. But he felt that the Committee 
would be especially anxious that no clause 
which was enacted in the Bill should be 
evaded. He moved his Amendment in 
order to make the matter absolutely 
clear. 





Amendment moved— 


| “ Arter Clause 44, to insert the following 
|new clause: ‘Any condition requiring or 
| binding any shareholder to waive compliance 
| with any of the requirements ot this Act shall 





be void.’ ”’—(Viscount Ridley.) 


*THe Eart or GRANARD said the 
provision in the Act of 1900, to the effect 
that any condition requiring or binding 
any applicant for shares or debentures 
to waive compliance with the require- 
ments of the Act as to applications 
ishould be void, covered the point, 
|and the noble Viscount’s clause was, 
| therefore, unnecessary. 








Act of 1862 made the proportion one- | 
fifth of the whole body of those con- | 
cerned. It was not advisable that small 
minorities should be constantly worrying. 
But the Government were willing to 
consider the matter if practical business 
men assured them one-fifth was too 
large a proportion to expect. 


Viscount RIDLEY thought there was 
a doubt as to whether the point was 





covered. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
| words which his noble friend Lord 
| Granard had quoted were in Section 4 of 

Viscount RIDLEY replied that prac- | the Companies Act, 1900, which dealt 
tical business men had assured him that | with the allotment of shares and the 
one-fifth was too large. ' conditions affecting their allotment ; that 
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was to say, it dealt with the creation of 
the contract between the shareholders 
and the company. No individual person 
could waive a breach of the general law ; 
the only thing that could be waived was 
what arose out of the contract between 
the shareholder and the company, and 
that was provided against. He thought 
it would be dangerous to use such wide 
language as that proposed by the noble 
Viscount. From long experience he 
dreaded these dangerously wide clauses, 
because they might have unforeseen 
consequences. 


Companies 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 45 agreed to. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
he had been in communication with others 
concerning clauses in this Bill, and the 
Amendment which he had placed on the 
Paper was inserted at the instance of 
those who knew more about these matters 
than he did. He understood, from a 
letter he had received from the noble 
Earl who represented the Board of Trade, 
that Subsections (1), (3), and (5), in his 
Amendment were not necessary inasmuch 
as they were already incorporated in the 
same words in the Act of 1900, and were 
not repealed by this Bill. If the noble 
and learned Lord the Lord Chancellor 
confirmed that view he would not, of 
course, persist in those three subsections. 
But Subsections (2) and (4) seemed to 
stand on a rather different basis. As 
regarded Subsection (2), there was a 
desire to deal with the local official, who 
was easily accessible and could be inter- 
viewed if necessary, rather than with the 
Board of Trade situated in London. He 
was sure the Board of Trade would 
understand that this implied no mistrust 
of them, but it was more convenient in 
matters of this kind to have a local official 
with whom they could deal. Section 41, 
which he proposed in Subsection (4) of 
his Amendment should not apply to 
Scotland, dealt only with matters under 
the Companies (Winding-up) Acts of 1890 
and 1893, which were English and not 
Scottish Acts. It was quite clear, there- 
fore, that Section[41 should not apply to 
Scotland, and he thought it more con- 


Lord Loreburn. 
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venient that it should be so stated on the 
face of the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 45, to insert the following 
new clause: ‘In the application of this Act 
to Scotland. (1) “Solicitor of the High 
Court ” shall mean enrolled law agent; (2) 
Where the words ‘ Board of Trade” occur in 
section 10 (2) and (3) the words ** Accountant 
of Court ” shall be read in lieu thereof; (3) The 
provisions of this Act with respect to the 
registration of mortgages and charges shall 
not apply to companies registered in Scotland; 
(4) Section 41 shall not apply to Scotland ; 
(5) All prosecutions for offences or fines shall 
be at the instance of the Lord Advocate or 
a Procurator Fiscal as the Lord Advocate 
may direct.’ ”—(Zord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
was prepared to accept Subsections (1) 
and (5). With regard to Subsection (2), 
the Board of Trade already had authority 
in Scotland, and it seemed to be desirable 
that there should be some uniform rule, 
which could only be secured by having 
the same authority in different parts of 
the Kingdom. With regard to Subsection 
(3) he thought it was desirable that 
information concerning mortgages and 
charges should be made public in every 
part of the Kingdom. He was not aware 
that Scottish opinion was against it. 
With regard to Subsection (4), he thought 
that Section 41 ought to apply in Scotland 
as well as in England. There was no 
reason why there should be any diversity 
in practice, unless any special case could 
be shown. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
he would for the present be satisfied with 
the first and last subsections, and would 
delete Subsections (2), (3), and (4) from 
his Amendment. 





On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 





Remaining clause agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived: The 
Report of Amendments to be received on 
Tuesday, the 14th instant ; and Bill to be 
printed as amended. (No. 50.) 


House adjourned at twenty min- 
utes before Seven o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 2nd May, 1907. 


Returns, 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the Borough of Tower | 
Hamlets (Stepney Division), in the room | 


of Sir William Eden Evans-Gordon | 
(Chiltern Hundreds) :—(Sir Alexander | 
Acland-Hovd.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Worthing Gas Bill. 
time, and passed. 


Read the third 


Bristol Corporation Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Great Central Railway Bill. Reported, 


with Amendments ; Report to lie upon, 


the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (Grovp 5). 

Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 
Committee on Group 5 of Railway Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Monday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GRovpP 2), 

Mr. SOAMES reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 2 of Railway Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Monday 
next, at Two of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act for amending certain provisions 


of the Birmingham Corporation Water | 
Acts in regard to repayment of moneys | 


borrowed for the purpose of those Acts, 


{2 May 1907} 


1034 


| and for other purposes.” Birmingham 
| Corporation Water Bill [Lords. | 

| Birmingham Corporation Water Bill 
| [Lords], read the first time ; Referred to 
| the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


| Bills. 


Reports, &c. 


| 

| 

| PETITIONS. 
| 

| 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE BILL. 


| Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, 
| in favour; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION ACTS (AMENDMENT) 

| 4aRde 

| Petition of the Royal Sanitary 
| Institute, in favour; to lie uponfthe 
| Table. 


| 

| INFANT LIFE PROTECTION BILL. 

| Petition of the Royal Sanitary 
Institute, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Anniesland 
and Jordanhill ; Breadalbane ; Camelon ; 
Glasgow ; Partick; and Whiteinch ; to 
_ lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 


Petition of the Royal Sanitary 
Institute, in favour; to lie upon} the 
Table. 


HEALTH (REGULATIONS AS 
TO FOOD) BILL. 


Royal Sanitary 
to lie upon the 


PUBLIC 


Petition of the 
Institute, in favour ; 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUND\Y, 


Petition from Kidderminster, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES. 


Return [presented lst May] to be 


| printed. [No. 136.] 
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ARTERIAL DRAINAGE COMMISSION 
(IRELAND.) 


Copy presented, of Appendix to the 
Report of the Viceregal Commission on 
Arterial Drainage in Ireland, with 
Minutes of Proceedings, Evidence, and 
Index [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the City of Manchester and 
confirmed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, fixing the Hours 
of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within a certain part of the City [by Act] 
to lie upon the Table. 


2 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES.) 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3770 to 3772 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 12, 1907.) 


Copy presented, of Exchange of Notes 
between the United Kingdom and 
Germany, respecting the Estates of 
Deceased Seamen, 16th February, 21st 
March, 1907 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Tuble. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 


ORDERS.) 


(CLOSING 


Address for “ Return showing separ- 
ately for England and Wales, Scotland, 
and Ireland, to the 31st day of March, 
1907, the number of Closing Orders made 
by local authorities under the Shop 
Hours Act, 1904, and submitted to the 
central authority for confirmation; the 
number of such Orders confirmed, (a) 
with amendments, and (b) without 
amendments; and the number of such 
Orders subsequently revoked upon 
application of the local authority.”—( Mr. 
Crooks.) 


EAST INDIA FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Address for “Return of the Indian 


Financial Statement for 1907-8 and of | 


the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 
of the Governor-General thereon.”—(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 
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REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG. 
LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND.) 


Questions. 


Return ordered, “showing, for the 
year ended the 31st day of March, 1907, 
the amount contributed by England, 
Scotland, and Ireland respectively, to the 
Revenue collected by Imperial officers ; 
the Expenditure on English, Scottish, 
and Irish Services met out of such 
Revenue, and the balances of Revenue 
contributed by England, Scotland, and 
Ireland respectively, which are available 
for Imperial Expenditure (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 278, of 
Session 1906).—(.Wr. John O'Connor.) 


HARBOUR, &c., BILLS (BURNHAM 
(SOMERSET) PIER BILL.) 


Copy ordered, “of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the Burnham (Somer- 
set) Pier Bill.”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Portsmouth Dockyard Labourers’ Pay. 


Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 
ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the contractors 
working for the Admiralty in Portsmouth 
Dockyard pay their labourers at the rate 
of about 43d. per hour, and that such 
employment is precarious; that the 
standard rate of wages for similar work 
in the neighbourhood is 6d. per hour ; 
and whether he will take steps to arrange 
that the standard rate of wages shall be 
paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Edinund Robertson.) 
I have made inquiries, and find that none 
of the firms to whom I understand my 
hon. friend alludes have carried out any 
work in Portsmouth Dockyard since the 
beginning of the year. 


Keyham and Devonport Bricklayers’ 
Pay. 

Sir JOHN BENN (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the bricklayers employed under 
the Director of Works Department at 
Keyham and Devonport Dockyards at 


| 31s. 6d. per week are doing similar work 
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to those employed at Portsmouth and 
Chatham at 34s.; and, if so, will he 
recommend an advance of wages for such 
men as are underpaid. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Lobertson.) 
Works Department rates are governed 
by the rate of wages current in the 
district. These rates are higher at Chat- 
ham and Portsmouth than at Devonport. 


Rockchapel Mails. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether the postal 
authorities are aware that the delivery 
of the mails on the 4th, 5th, and 6th, at 
Rockchapel, county Cork, was nearly one 
hour late on each day; that correspon- 
dents in this district were unable to 
answer letters received on the 6th until 
the 9th owing to the irregular delivery 
and to the fact that there is no Sunday 
mail; whether steps will be taken to 
prevent a recurrence of these irregu- 
larities; and whether, in view of the 
many complaints of the residents respect- 
ing unsatisfactory postal service, the 
postal authorities will now consider the 
advisability of despatching the mails to 
Rockchapel via Newmarket, a railway 
station town about nine miles distant, 
instead of via Abbeyfeale, county 
Limerick, and Brosna, county Kerry, an 


extra mileage of forty to fifty, as at ' 


present. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
am making inquiry on the subject and 
will acquaint the hon. Member with the 
result. 


Post Office Annuitants. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
To ask the Postmaster General whether 
Post Office annuitants who require to 
draw on their capital are permitted to 
arrange with the Post Office to compound 
for their annuity according to the common 
practice of other annuity offices, and 
what instructions are given to local post- 
masters with a view to such arrangements. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
Acts which provide for the payment of 
Government annuities through the Post 
Office do not provide any systematic 
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arrangement for the compounding of 
annuities which are in course of payment. 
The Postmaster General, with the consent 
of the National Debt Commissioners, may 
cancel a contract for the purchase of an 
annuity. In the case of a deferred 
annuity purchased under the money 
returnable system, the purchase-money 
would be returned, without interest, if 
application were made to the Controller 
of the Savings Bank at any time before 
the annuity came into course of payment. 


Questions. 


Crouch End Telephone Exchange. 


CapTAIN BALFOUR (Middlesex, 
Hornsey): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he can give any probable date 
for the opening of the post office tele- 
phone exchange at Crouch End. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
exchange building will be completed at 
the end of the present month and the 
installation of the switch board and ex- 
change plant will be carried out as soon 
as possible. It is hoped that the exchange 
will be opened in November. Five call 
offices have been opened in the district 
and others will be opened shortly. 


Board of Trade and the Railway 
Companies. 


Mr. HOOPER (Dudley): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
the arrangements referred to in the pub- 
lished correspondence between the Board 
of Trade and the Railway Companies’ 
Association are recorded in any minutes 
relating to the conferences of goods 
managers at their clearing house or else- 
where, and, if so, whether he will obtain 
a copy for the information of the House ; 
and if he will ascertain if such arrange- 
ments affect the question of railway rates 
directly or indirectly, apart from the 
question of rebates, and whether foreign 
merchandise, imported from the Con- 
tinent, is specially exempted from the 
arrangements referred to in the published 
correspondence. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The Board 
of Trade are in correspondence with the 
railway companies in this matter, and 
my right hon. friend will communicate 
with the hon. Member as soon as possible. 








1039 Questions. 
London Motor Omnibuses. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 


Hoxton): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that drivers of motor omnibuses in 
London frequently, without reasonable 


cause, refuse to stop or even slacken: ; 
: ‘to the despatch from the late Commis- 


speed for intending passengers; and 
whether he will cause the police to com- 
municate with the owners to ensure that 
the convenience of the public may be 
properly considered in this respect. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Complaints of this nature have been 
made to the Commissioner of Police, and 
he has already called the attention of the 
omnibus companies to the inconvenience 
caused to the public. 
improvement has resulted. 


Kilindini Harbour, East Africa. 


Sik CLEMENT HILL (Shrewsbury) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies what progress has been 
made towards the improvement of the 
harbour facilities at Kilindini, in the 
East Africa Protectorate. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 
Secretary of State has received no special 
official Report as to the progress which 
has been made; but it is believed that 
the work is proceeding satisfactorily. 


Game Protection in East Africa and 
Uganda. 


Sir CLEMENT HILL: To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
what sums have been taken, in the 
Estimates of the current year, towards 
the protection of game animals in the 
Kast Africa and Uganda Protectorates, 
respectively ; what staff will be appor- 
tioned to either protectorate, and how 
soon the members will be appointed ; and 
where it is proposed that the various 
officers should be stationed. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) A sum of 
£2,370 for the preservation of game has 
been provided in the Estimates of the 
East Africa Protectorate for the current 
year. The rangers, whose salaries are 
to be paid from this sum, will all be 
stationed in the East Africa Protectorate, , 
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| and they will be appointed as soon as 
| possible. I am unable to say where they 
_will be stationed. With regard to the 
| Uganda Protectorate no provision has 
‘been made in the Estimates for the 
current year for the preservation of 
game, and I would refer the hon. Member 


Questions. 


sioner of the Ist of November, 1905, 
which is printed in the Parliamentary 
Paper [Cd. 3189]. In that despatch 
Colonel Hayes-Sadler said that it would 
not be possible to police the Uganda 
reserves Without incurring expense, which, 
under the circumstances, he did not 
consider justified, the sanctity of the 
reserves being fully respected as it is. 


Irish Treasury Savings. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


| whether he can state how much money 
| did the Treasury save out of the Irish 


Votes that were not expended since 1903 ; 
whether he can state the amounts saved 
on the different Votes, and to what 
purpose the money so saved has been 
applied. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
sums surrendered on the annual Votes of 
Parliament are shown each year in the 
Appropriation Accounts. The inquiry 
as to the application of moneys so saved 
appears to be based on a misapprehension. 
A saving on a Vote of Parliament does 
not necessarily mean that any money is 
made available for expenditure on other 
purposes ; it only means that the expendi- 
ture out of that particular Vote has been 
less than it was estimated to be. In so 
far as, owing to savings on the Votes 
generally and to other causes, the Ex- 
chequer Revenue exceeds the Exchequer 
Issues for the year, the balance is 
applied under statute to the reduction 
of Debt as Old Sinking Fund. 


Land Act Guarantee Fund. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of the Treasury, if he 
will set out in quarterly periods, from 
the 1st November, 1903, to the present 
time, the sums drawn under the Land 
Act of 1903 from the guarantee fund for 
the whole of Ireland, in order to show 
the growth of these losses. 
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(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 


Questions. 
The 
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fund under the Irish Land Act, 1903, 














following statement shows the sums/|for each quarter from lst November, 
drawn from and repaid to the guarantee ' 1903 :— 
Arrears of Annuities and deficiency 
of Income. 
Total. 
1 - —_—— | Drawn for 
Quarter ended. Net amoung [22 stoek, Repaid ae 
Drawn. Repaid. drawn, +) or 
repaid (—). 
£ £ £ £ £ 
31st December, 1903 - a — — — _ 
3lst March, 1904 - | — ~- — — 
30th June, 1904- —- ae sai ae 9,910 | + 9,910 
30th September, 1904 - ~~ - as | = a 
31st December, 1904 -| = — nad — | 9,908 |+ 9,908 
3lst March, 1905 787 262 + 525 — SG 525 
30th June, 1905 st -< 1) oe —~ 190 | 19,350 | + 19,160 
30th September, 1905- | 10,395 151 =| +10,244 | — | + 10,244 
31st December, 1906 - = — 4,400 —-— 4,400 19,349 | + 14,949 
31st March, 1906 -| 10,523 | 11,361 - 838 — - 838 
30th June, 1906 ‘je 3,859  —- 3,859 22,661 | + 18,802 
30th September, 1906 - | 7,478 970 + 6,508 — + 6,508 
31st December, 1906 - 10,969 | 4,560 + 6,409 35,130 + 41,539 
| ~ » 
31st March, 1907  - | 59,328 | = 5,440 +5 3,888 — + 53,888 
| ; = PE Free ee — 
99,480 | 31,193  +68,287 116,308 | +184,595 














The above table includes the amounts drawn from the development grant in 


respect of excess stock. 


The £68,287 drawn from Death Duty, 
etc., grants is less than the amount given 
in answer to the hon. Member on 22nd 7 
ultimo by £2,709, the arrears repaid to 
the guaranteed fund after 31st January, 
1907. 


Land Act Treasury Rules. 


Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury will the amendments 





+ See (4) Debates, elxxii., 1374-5. 


which he proposes to make in the 
Treasury Rules under the Land Act of 
1903 restore inspection for value in every 
case, segregate the value of the tenant- 
right or occupation interest and improve- 
ments, and restrict the price to the value 
of the raw material, which is the only 
thing that belongs to the landlord; or 
will they in any way secure either the 
purchasers or the ratepayers against the 
losses consequent upon the present system 
of paying money irrespective of value. 
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(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
Answer to both parts of the Question is 
in the negative. 


Land Act Stock. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he will state the total amount of stock 
issued up to the 31st March last, for the 
purposes of the Irish Land Act, 1903 ; 
the total cost of its flotation ; the annual 
liability of the Irish Development Grant 
Fund in respect of the same; and the 
present capital liability of that fund. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
total amount of Guaranteed 2} per cent. 
Stock issued to 3lst March, 1907, has 
been— 

For the purposes of - se: 
advances - - 19,300,000 0 0 
For the purpose of the 

Land Purchase Aid 

Fund - : - 1,901,444 8 9 
£21,201,444 8 9 

The total amount of the expenses 
incurred in the issue of the above stock 
has been £42,616 14s. 9d. The annual 
liability of the Ireland Development 
Grant is limited to an annuity of 3} per 
cent. on the excess stock issued in respect 
of advances. This annuity at present 
amounts to £70,253. The present 
capital liability to be made good from 
the Ireland Development Grant amounts 
to £2,143,031. 


Irish Development Grant and Irish Land 
urchase. 

Mr. MOONEY (Newry): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will state 
in detail how the sum of £102,000 paid 
from the Irish Development Grant to the 
income account of the Irish Land Pur- 
chase Fund has been expended. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman) The sum 
of £102,000 has been used in making 
good the deficiencies on the income 
account of the Irish Land Purchase Fund 


up to 3lst March, 1906. These de- 
ficiencies have been due to— 
£ 
Unearned dividend on issues of 
stock - - - - 63,200 
Advance dividend - - - 19,900 
Unproductive balances, etc. - 18,900 
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Scottish Small Holdings. 

Mr. GINNELL : Toask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state the quantity 
of land, in statute acres, acquired by the 
Congested Districts Board for Scotland 
and by the Crofters Commission from 
the formation of those bodies down to 
the date of their last Reports; the 
number of holdings enlarged, improved, 
or enhanced, and the number of new 
holdings formed therefrom; and the 
quantity of this land, if any, remaining 
undistributed at the date mentioned ; also 
similar information, so far as available, 
regarding land not acquired by those 
bodies but distributed with their financial 
or other help or co-operation. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) The 
Crofters Commission have no power 
under the Act to purchase or otherwise 
acquire land or to form new holdings, but 
they are authorised, under Sections 11, 12, 
and 13, to assign land on application 
made in enlargement of existing crofters’ 
holdings. In carrying out these pro- 
visions, they have assigned 53,187 acres, 
in enlargement of 1,352 crofters’ hold- 
ings from the passing of the Act in 1886 
to 3lst December, 1906. The quantity 
of land in statute acres purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board is 80,476 acres, 
of which a little over 20,000 acres of farm 
land are undistributed at this date. The 
number of holdings enlarged, im- 
proved, or enhanced on these properties 
up to this date is 222. The number of 
new holdings formed therefrom up to 
this date is eighty-eight. On lands 
which still belong to other proprietors 
360 new holdings have been formed with 
the help of the Board, and enlargements 
have, with their help, been given to 
237 tenants of these proprietors. ‘The 
quantity of land involved in the forma- 
tion of these new holdings and enlarge- 
ments is about 37,000 acres. 


Horse Breeding in Scotland. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland whether he is aware that the 
Congested Districts Board are still select- 
ing stallions for service in districts under 
their control which have not undergone a 
veterinary inspection, and that in con- 
sequence not infrequently horses are 
employed which are unsuitable and unfit, 
even that such have been sometimes 











So 
of 
sa) 
int 
Co 


Sal 


Th 
bu 
pu 
he 

me 


hor 
rep 
of 

rig 
pos 
pri 
the 
pric 


firn 


( 
The 
ete. 
firn 
may 
wit! 
dut' 
be 
pub 
ther 
the 

sale 
ann 
per 


O44 


ary 
tity 
the 
and 
‘om 
to 
the 
ed, 
lew 
the 
ing 
ilso 
ble, 
ose 


lal 


The 
ver 
“ise 
but 
12, 
ion 
ars 
ro- 
0s, 
ld- 
386 
ity 
the 
es, 
rm 
‘he 
m- 
ies 
of 
to 
ds 
o's 
ith 
its 
to 
he 
la- 


ge- 


he 


re 














1045 Questions. 


found travelling the country actually 
lame; what steps does he suggest to 
prevent such occurrences ; and whether 
he will issue instructions that every 
horse shall be subjected to veterinary 
examination before final approval. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinelair.) I am 
informed that, of the five — stallions 
selected for service on the suggestion of 
people locally interested, one has been 
certified by a veterinary surgeon, and 
certificates will be obtained for the others 
before final approval. 


Cambridge Cottage, Kew. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : 
To ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, if he would 
say for what purpose the Department 
intend the house known as Cambridge 
Cottage, Kew, after the furnishing of the 
same is completed. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The eastern and central sections of the 
buildings will be used for museum 
purposes, and the remaining portion will 
be converted into four houses for 
members of the staff of the gardens. 


Kew Gardens Guides. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: To ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, if he is aware that the 
right to sell the Kew Handlist guides, 
postcards, ete., has been given to a 
private firm ; and, if so, would he state 
the reason for such transference, and the 
price paid for the privilege by the said 
firm. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The right to sell guide books, post cards, 
etc., at Kew has been given to a private 
firm in order that the staff of the gardens 
may be relieved of a task which interfered 
with the performance of their proper 
duties, and that improved facilities may 
be given to visitors for the purchase of 
publications likely to be of interest to 
them. The firm in question will bear 
the cost of erecting a suitable store and 
saleroom, and pay a rent of £5 per 
annum for the first two years, ard £10 
per annum for the next three years. 
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Nantwich Postmaster’s Relatives. 

Mr. DUNCAN SCHWANN (Cheshire, 
Hyde): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he will explain why the rule of 
the service that the relatives of post- 
masters cannot receive appointment at the 
same office has been departed from at 
the Nantwich post office ; and, in view ot 
the friction caused by the non-observance 
of the rule, he will direct that it be 
adhered to in this instance. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
There is no rule prohibiting the appoint- 
ment at any particular office of a relative, 
male or female, of the postmaster of that 
office. Itis usual to require male relatives 
to be transferred elsewhere on attaining 
the age of nineteen, but female relatives 
are not disturbed unless the relationship 
is found to be detrimental to the etticiency 
of the service. 


Robertstown Mail Service. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that at the present time a mid-day mail 
arrives at Robertstown, county Kildare, 
and whether notice of discontinuance of 
the same has been issued ; if so, what is 
the reason for such discontinuance ; and 
will he withdraw the order if it be shown 
that the existing arrangement is a con- 
venience to many of the inhabitants. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buaton.) 
{ have called for a Report on this subject, 
and on its receipt I will send the hon. 
Member a reply. 


Motherwell Licensing Case. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether his 
attention. has been drawn to the case of 
the Cross Keys public house in Mother- 
well, the certificate for which was in the 
name of Alfred Ernest Howard, and to 
the fact that the said certificate holder 
had granted a trust deed for behoof of 
his creditors on or about the month of 
November of last year, that no transfer 
of the said certificate to his trustees had 
been applied for, but that notwithstanding 
the business had been carried on without 
interruption up to this date ; and whether, 
in these circumstances and in view of the 
provisions of the Licensing (Scotland) 


' Act, 1903, he will explain why no action 








1047 Questions. 
has been taken by the responsible 
authorities for this breach of the law. 


(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 1 
have directed inquiries to be made both 
locally and in regard to the general 
practice in cases such as those alluded to 
in the Question, and I shall be glad to 
answer a further Question upon the 
subject next week. 


Boards of Guardians and the Workmen’s 
Compensation Rule. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he intends to issue a circular 
letter to boards of guardians and other 
local authorities, stating the Local Govern- 
ment Board’s views as to what liabilities 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
places on such authorities; and what 
classes of officers stand in the relation of 
workmen within the meaning of the Act 
to such authorities. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
Local Government Board have no power 
to determine what class of officers stand 
in the relation of workmen within the 
meaning of the Act to local authorities ; 
but I propose to issue a circular drawing 
attention to its provisions. 


Ipswich Union Labour Yard. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether the Local Government Board 
had urged the Ipswich Board of Guardians 
to close their outdoor labour yard ; and, 
if so, whether the Local Government 
Board had suggested, or would suggest, 
to the Ipswich guardians any other 
method of providing work for the unem- 
ployed who were destitute of means to 
maintain themselves and their families ; 
and whether the men working in the 
labour yard had any children, the number 
and ages of the children, and whether he 
had advised, or would advise, the 
guardians to make any provision for such 
children. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
object of opening a labour yard is not to 
provide work for the unemployed, but to 
enable the guardians to set able-bodied 
men to work as a condition of their 
receiving outdoor relief. A labour yard 
should not be relied upon as affording a 
constant means of subsistence. After 
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the winter was over the Local Govern- 
ment Board asked the Ipswich guardians 
to close the labour yard which they had 
opened in December last, and this the 
guardians have done. I have not before 
me information as to the number and 
ages of any children of the persons who 
worked in the labour yard. If any des- 
titute able-bodied male person now 
applies to the guardians for relief he 
must be relieved in the workhouse, with 
such of his family as may be resident 
with him, unless in a special case the 
guardians depart from the requirements 
of the regulations on the subject and the 
Board assent to their doing so. 


Questions. 


Newark Guardians’ Relief Work Pay. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that the 
Local Government Board inspector ad- 
vised the Newark guardians not to pay 
able-bodied men who were needing 
employment as much as 2s. for a day’s 
work, and said that it had been found in 
other unions that by giving men five 
days work, and by relieving them ac- 
cording to their necessities, there was a 
decrease in applications, because it was 
found that it was not worth their while 
to work for five days, say, for 7s. a week ; 
will he say in what unions men had been 
offered 7s. a week or less for five days 
work ; whether all the men were single 
men, or whether any of them had a wile, 
child, or children ; and whether the Local 
Government Board approved of their 
inspector’s statement. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) My 
hon. friend only gave notice of his Ques- 
tion yesterday, and hence I have not been 
able to communicate with the inspector 
with regard to the matter referred to in 
it, or to ascertain the precise unions to 
which he is stated to have alluded in his 
interview with the Newark guardians. | 
have, however, seen a newspaper report 
of the interview, and, if this account 
is correct, I should see no reason to 
disapprove of the advice which he gave. 
I would point out that the relief given 
by guardians to an able-bodied male 
person is not a payment for work done, 
but should be based upon the necessities 
of the man and those dependent on him. 
The work is intended as a condition of 
the relief and a test of destitution. 











th 


pre 
ce 
tio 
cal 
ex 
are 
slo 
the 
to] 
1M] 








048 


rn- 
ans 
1ad 
the 
ore 
ind 
vho 
les- 
Ow 


ith 
ent 
the 
nts 
the 


the 
ent 
the 
ad- 
yay” 
ing 
y's 

in 
ive 
ac- 
sa 
vas 
ile 
k ; 


en 


LVS 
cle 
ire, 
cal 
eir 














1049 Questions. 


Government Lunacy Grant. 

Mr. W. PEARCE (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, if he will 
introduce legislation extending the grant 
of 4s. weekly now made under the Local 
Government Act, 1888, in respect of each 
lunatic maintained in a lunatic asylum, 
to imbeciles and lunatics certified for 
treatment in workhouses. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Some 
extension of the grant in the direction 
desired was recommended by the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation, subject 
to certain conditions. The matter will 
receive consideration when the question 
of local taxation is dealt with by the 
Government ; but I could not promise to 
introduce legislation with regard to it at 
the present time. 


Probate and Estate Duty Valuations. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will state 
how the Treasury is secured against 
fraud in the numerous cases in which the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue and 
Probate Court officials discourage the 
making of valuations for probate and 
estate duty by qualified and licensed 
valuers or auctioneers, and accept instead 
unchecked guesses or estimates made by 
unqualified persons who have not seen 
the property ; have cases of abuse of this 
practice been brought under his notice ; 
do professional valuers and auctioneers 
pay licence duties ; if so, what steps are 
taken to protect their interests ; and can 
he see his way, in justice to the public, 
to the revenue, and to those professions, 
to order the discontinuance of the 
practice complained of. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Neither 
the Board of Inland Revenue nor the 
Probate Court officials ‘discourage ” 
professional valuations for estate duty. 
They merely do not insist on such valua- 
tions in cases where the value of property 
can be sufficiently determined without 
expert professional advice. The Board 
are not aware of any abuse of this conces- 
sion, and it does not seem to them that 
the fact that auctioneers and valuers have 
to pay licence duty is a sufficient reason for 
imposing on accountable parties an obliga- 


tion to employ them for estate duty | 
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purposes where the subject of valuation 
does not require their assistance. 


(Questions. 


Irish County Council Bank Accounts. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Koscommon, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the name of each county council in 
Ireland, the name of the bank acting as 
treasurer, and the rate of interest allowed 
on credit balances on the current account 
of each council. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board are in a position to 
state the names of the banks which act 
as treasurers to county councils, but have 
no information as to the special arrange- 
ments made by the counties with their 
treasurers in regard to overdrafts and 
credit balances. The Board have reason 
to believe that the publication of these 
arrangements between the banks and 
their customers would be objected to, 
and might lead to a reconsideration of 
them which would not be to the advantage 
of the counties in every case. 


Irish Law Officers’ Fees. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he will supply details of the sum 
of £7,000 stated in the Civil Service 
Estimates, Class 3, Vote 14, Sub-head F, 
to have been spent last year, so that 
Parliament may know how it has been 
spent before voting the similar sum asked 
for this year under the same sub-head. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The hon. 
Member is mistaken in supposing that 
the sum of £7,000 is stated to have been 
spent under the sub-head quoted in the 
last financial year. That sum was pro- 
vided in last year’s Estimates, but the 
accounts for the year have not yet been 
passed. The amount expended will 
appear in the Appropriation Accounts in 
due course. The hon. Member will find 
it stated in the Estimates that the 
provision under Sub-head F is for— 
Fees to counsel, other than the Law 
Ofticers, for conducting Crown prosecu- 
tions, ete., also for representing the 
Attorney-General on the trial of election 
petitions. The bulk of the expenditure 
under this sub-head consists of fees to 
Crown counsel for conducting the 
ordinary prosecutions at assizes. 
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Kiltyclogher Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask | 
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Marine Officers. 
Mr. G. GREENWOOD £(Peter- 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu-| borough): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates | 


Commissioners are aware that one of 
their inspectors, Mr. W. 
has informed Mr. William M’Gowan, 


H. Todd, | 


Raheelin, Kiltyclogher, county Leitrim, | 


that he can only be reinstated in the 
holding from which he was evicted by 
agreeing to pay an annuity equal in 
amount to the old rent, which he was 
unable to pay ; and what action do the 
Estates Commissioners purpose taking in 
the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have inquired into this 
matter, and have ascertained that their 
inspector did not make the statement 
attributed to him. The question of the 
price at which M’Gowan should purchase 
if reinstated did not arise, as M’Gowan 
informed the inspector that he could not 
live on the holding from which he was 
evicted, but desired to get land elsewhere. 
The Commissioners have not yet dealt 
with their inspector's Report on the case. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Obsolete Warships. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Amiralty, 
whether the obsolete war vessel recently 
removed from Holy Loch has yet been 
sold; and, if so, what was the original 
cost of that vessel, when was she built, 
and what price has she now brought ; 
whether the remaining vessels in that 


loch and in the Kyles of Bute are to be | 


removed and sold; and, if so will he 
say when he proposes to do this. 


THE SECRETARY to THe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpmMunD Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): I assume that my hon. friend 
refers to the “Immortalite.” As this 
vessel was sold on a percentage basis, her 
sale value connot be definitely stated, but 
the proceeds will not be less than 
£16,000. She was launched in 1887 and 
cost £259,527. Two other vessels lying 


at Holy Loch have recently been sold, | 


and will shortly be removed. The dis- 


posal of the remaining vessels is under 
consideration. 


the Admiralty at what average age 
specialisation of marine officers will 
commence under the new scheme, and by 
whom will the former subaltern duties of 
marine officers be performed. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : So 
far as can be foreseen at present, the 
average age of specialisation under the 
scheme will be about 223. No decision 
on the point mentioned in the second 
part of the Question will be required for 


/ some years. 





Rosyth. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty about what date Rosyth was 
first considered by the Government of 
the day as suitable for a naval base ; what 
steps were taken to ascertain its suit- 
ability or otherwise ; whether any Report 
together with the evidence taken, was 
made ; and, if so, whether full informa- 
tion will be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
understand that Rosyth first cama under 
consideration early in 1902. The adop- 
tion of this site was first recommended 
by the Berthing Committee, and an ex- 
amination of the land followed. The 
Berthing Committee took evidence, and 
their Report was presented to the House 
(Cd. 1649 of Session 1903). When defi- 
nite proposals are laid before the House, 
the question of furnishing additional 
information will be considered. 


Mr. C. E. PRICE: Will the evidence 
be laid with the Report? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I will 


| consider that when any definite proposal 


is made. 


Mr. WATT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether negotiations with 
the Marquess of Linlithgow began before 
his return from Australia or afterwards ! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
took place under the late Government, 
and I cannot say. 
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Str GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
May I ask whether the definite proposals 
will be made during this session ? 


Questions. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 


I cannot say. 


{2 May 1907} 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): Can 


the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
the definite proposals made by the late 
Government in August, 1905, were made 
before we knew what the nature of the 
bottom of the harbour was ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I can- 
not be expected to answer that Question. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): Has the right hon. 
(rentleman had time to study the Return 
as to the bottom of the sea ? 


Mr. C. E. PRICE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
Rosyth was purchased from the Marquess 
of Linlithgow in one or two lots; when 
the transaction was completed, the rental 
derived from the land prior to purchase, 
the acreage and gross amount paid for it, 
the conditions of sale as to minerals; _ 
and whether it leaves the Government 
free to quarry for stone for any of the | 
naval works without further payment. 
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Questions. 


years purchase was paid for this pro- 
perty ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
is an arithmetical question which the 
hon. Gentleman is quite competent to 
solve. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) : Were means taken to assess 
the value of these lands impartially, or 
did the Department which the right hon. 
Gentleman represents make the valuation 
themselves ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
for notice of the Question. 


Garrison Artillery Militia. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
how much will be saved by the order 
that the Garrison Artillery Militia shall 
this year do their training without the 
usual supply of gun ammunition. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HatpAne, Haddington) : 
No money has been taken in_ the 
Estimates for ammunition for the Militia 
Garrison Artillery practice, as sufficient 
surplus ammunition is available. No 
saving, therefore, is effected this year. 


| The value of gun ammunition annually 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I, 
understand that the property at Rosyth | 
acquired from Lord Linlithgow was pur- | 
chased in one lot. The purchase of the | 
land and foreshore was completed on the 
31st July, 1903 ; the purchase of minerals 
was completed on the 18th November, 
1903. The rental prior to purchase was 
£1,288 15s. per annum. The acreage 
acquired was 9114 acres of land and 236 | 
acres of foreshore. The price paid for | 
the land and foreshore was £100,000, and | 
for the minerals £12,250. The Admir- | 
alty have acquired all the minerals on | 
the property, and have full rights of | 
quarrying. Certain adjacent property | 
was acquired at the same time from Mr. | 
Newton, amounting to 266 acres of land | 
and 50 acres of foreshore, at a cost of | 
£22,500 including all mineral rights. | 
This property includes valuable quarries | 
which could be used for the works. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) : Can the 
right hon, Gentleman tell us how many | 


expended by this force is about £12,000. 


Territorial Force—County Association 
unds. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can inform the House if it is intended 
that the money paid by the Army 
Council to county associations for the 
requirements of the Territorial Force 
shall cover the necessary equipment and 
maintenance of that force, or what inter- 
pretation is to be given to the words all 
other money received by an association. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is intended that 
the money paid by the Army Council to 
a county association, taken together with 
arms or other supplies in kind,.shall be 
sufficient to cover the necessary equip- 
ment and maintenance of the Territorial 
Force in its area. The intention of the 
provision in the Bill relating to other 
money received by an association is 
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simply to leave to the association a free | 
hand in the disposal of any property 
(including money) it may receive from | 
private sources, and not to relieve the | 
Government from the obligation to | 
maintain the Territorial Force in the | 
county. 


Questions. 


The Indian Budget. 

Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he can now say 
on what day the Indian Budget will be 
taken. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Cuarves Hop- 
HOUSE, Bristol, E.): As the Secretary of 
State stated in reply to a Question on 
Tuesday, he hopes that the discussion will | 
take place during the first week or ten | 
days after the Whitsun holidays. 


Assam Children’s Education. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he can now state 
whether it has been found possible to | 
provide additional facilities for the 
education of children employed on the | 
tea-gardens in Assam and other Indian | 
provinces. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I) 
would refer the hon. Member to the | 
Answer I gave to a similar Question on | 
the 14th March,+ to which I have at | 
present nothing to add. | 


The St. Lucia Riots. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether he has any further | 
official information in regard to the rioting 
at St. Lucia ; what is the total number of 
killed and wounded ; and what steps 
are being taken to cope with the trouble. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


following telegram was received from the 
Governor on the afternoon of the 30th of 
April, “ 30th April, Conditions improved, 
one factory working, two partly working, 
one idle, but feeling still acute, no firing 
since last report, but correct casualty 
returns rifle fire number of killed is four, 
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wounded twenty-nine, of whom two since 
dead, other casualties with (?) sticks and 


Questions. 


stones. No doubt that armed police by 
firing saved the factories and _ lives, 


checked organised massing of three large 
bodies of rioters and prevented far 
greater calamity.” And onthe afternoon 
of yesterday, the following, “1st May: 
factories still guarded, conditions un- 
changed, temper people unsatisfactory : 
Marines should be landed in place of 
Barbados police on arrival of ‘ Indefatig- 
able.’” My Answer to the hon. Members 
for West Lanarkshire and Mid-Armagh 
on Monday last? has shown what measures 
have hitherto been taken to prevent 
further disturbances. Detachments of 
police were summoned from Barbados and 
St. Vincent, and H.M.S. “ Indefatigable” 
was ordered to proceed to St. Lucia, and 
arrived last night. The Governor has 
stated that no further assistance is 
required. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER - asked 
whether in view of recent events, the 
Government would take into considera- 
tion the question of greater naval pro- 


| tection for the West Indies. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 


Yes, Sir; it is 


| being taken into consideration, and I 


understand some alteration is about to be 
made. 


Unlicensed Chinese Coolies in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. WALSH (Lancashire, Ince): | 


| beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 


for the Colonies whether another ship- 
ment of coolies left China a few days ago 
with the object of work in the Transvaal 
mines, including about 250 for whom no 
licences were issued ; and, if so, whether, 
in view of the promise made in July, 
1906, of the arrest of importation before 
the Transvaal Assembly was established, 
he will inform the House by whose 
authority licences are still being issued 
and recruiting going on, and what system 
of supervision, if any, exists at the ports 
of shipment ; and whether, seeing that a 
large number of the last shipment are 
unlicensed, His Majesty's Government 
will take steps to prevent their landing 
at Cape Town or their despatch to the 
Transvaal mines. 








+ See (4) Debates, clxxi., 210. 


t See (4) Debates, clxxiii., 528-9. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: The last batch of 


Chinese coolies reached the Transvaal 
early in January, since when no further 
coolies have left or can leave China for 
South Africa. 


(Questions. 


Mr. WALSH: What was the date at 
which 250 unlicensed coolies were ad- 
mitted ? Will the correspondence on the 
subject be laid ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is true that 
the number of coolies imported in the 
last shipload was increased by 259. This 
was due to an error, which caused great 
annoyance to my noble friend Lord Elgin 
and also, I suppose, to the authorities in 
South Africa. The question of the 
immediate repatriation of these 259 
coolies who had been imported without 
licence was the subject of considerable 
correspondence between this country and 
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Transvaal not to be left to the new 
Transvaal Government 2 


(Juestions. 


Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) asked whether these 259 coolies 
would be returned with the next ship- 
load. 


Mr. CHURCHILL hoped the return 
'by shipload would scon be beginning. 
|The ships would be filled with Chinese 
returning on the expiration of their con- 
tract ; whether they would include these 
identical coolies he could not say. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) asked on what date these 259 
coolies arrived. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It was the last 
| shipload, at whatever date they entered. 


South Africa ; but, after careful investi- | 


gation of the whole circumstances, and in 
view of the very large expenditure that 
would have been incurred by chartering a 
special ship to repatriate 259 coolies, the 
Secretary of State decided that it would 
not be possible to persist in the request 
that we had made to the Governor of the 
Transvaal to make a special repatriation. 


The telegrams which passed on the sub- | 


ject are, I think, ripe for publication, and 
will, I think, show the House the earnest 
effort we have made to abide in strict 
detail by all we have said to the House 
of Commons from time to time, and I 
will ask my noble friend whether he will 
not consent to their being laid before the 
House. 


Mr. SCOTT (Ashton-under-Lyne) : If 
these coolies had been sent back on whom 
would the cost have fallen ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he presumed 
that, as the Government had made the 
mistake in calculation, the cost of re- 
patriation would fall on the Government. 


Mr. SCOTT : Even if these coolies are | 


not licensed 4 


Sin BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I presume that these Chinamen will 
not come under the Ordinance at all ? 


Mr. T. CORBETT (Down, N.): Is the 
whole future of Chinese labour in the 


VOL. CLXXIII. [Fourts Serrtes.] 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : Have they 
been allowed to start work under the 
conditions of the Ordinance ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL said no objection 
had been made to the coolies proceeding 
to work. 

Several other hon. Members rose to 
put questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. Notice 
should be given of any further Questions. 


Indians in the Transvaal. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD — (Middlesex, 
| Brentford) in accordance with notice 
given privately, asked whether the 
Transvaal Registration Bill had been 
received by His Majesty’s Government 
for approval ; whether this Bill was a 
practical re-enactment of the Asiatic 
Ordinance passed by the late Legislative 
Council of the Transvaal, which was 
disallowed by His Majesty’s Government ; 
whether, in view of the protests of the 
3ritish Indian community, His Majesty’s 
Government would, under the powers 
reserved to them, advise His Majesty to 
withhold his sanction from the measure ; 
and whether the Government would 
‘represent to the Government of the 
| Transvaal the advisability of accepting 
|the proposals of the British Indian 
‘community adopted at a mass meeting at 
Johannesburg on March 11th, 1907.% 


20 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. The 
Law has been received and is, except in 
a few minor points, identical with the 
previous Bill. After very careful con- 
sideration of this measure from the 
standpoint of Lord Elgin’s despatch of 
the 29th November published in Cd. 3308, 
and having regard to the fact that the 
Law proposed is supported by the 
unanimous authority of a Parliament 
newly elected in a _ responsible self- 
governing Colony, the Secretary of State 
has decided to advise His Majesty not 
to disallow it. 


Coolies’ Education in Ceylon. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Government of Ceylon have 
now drafted an ordinance for extending 
educational facilities to the children of 
Indian coolies employed on the plantations 
in Ceylon. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: As I informed 
the hon. Member for North Manchester on 
Tuesday, the draft Ordinance is under the 
consideration of the Ceylon Legislature. 


Russia and the British Fleet. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether it is the intention of the 
Government to send part of the British 
Fleet to Kronstadt during the second 
week in May. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): No, 
Sir. A rumour which I understand has 
appeared in the Press to this effect is 
entirely without foundation. The ques- 
tion has not been raised at all. 


Nicaraguan Outrage on the British Flag. 

Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any official informa- 
tion with regard to the action of an officer 
of the Nicaraguan Army in cutting down 
the British flag flying over the house of 
a British subject, Mr. William Collins, 
living at Salado; and whether the 
American Government has been thanked 
for its friendly action in the matter. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: My attention 
has been called to the account in the 
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Press. Ihave no other information about 
the matter, and will make inquiries. 


Questions. 


Sanitation in Egypt. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, seeing the state of destitution 
in which native children are often to be 
seen in the larger towns of Egypt, he 
will advise the Egyptian Government to 
institute homes for neglected children of 
both sexes. 





The hon. Member had also given 
| notice of the following Questions :— 
| To ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
| has been called to complaints to the effect 
| that in the early part of last year the 
banks of the Ismailia Canal running 
through Cairo were infected by exuda- 
tions from stagnant residue in the canal 
bed, no steps having been taken to clean 
out the canal, as had been done in 
previous years at low Nile; and whether 
he will advise the Egyptian Government 
to adopt measures to prevent the recur- 
rence of this danger to the health of the 
capital. 





To ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, seeing that the 
Egyptian towns of Aswan, Kena, Girga, 
Sohag, Minia, Fayum, Zagazig, Damietta, 
Mehalet Kebir, Shibin el Kom, Menuf, 
Zifta, Mit Ghamr, Benha, and Damanhur, 
with aggregate populations of 346,000, 
are still wholly or partly dependent on 
unfiltered Nile water for drinking pur- 
poses, he will advise the Egyptian 
Government to institute an improved 
system. 


To ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether there is any 
system of drainage and sewerage in 
the villages or towns of Egypt with 
the exception of Alexandria. 





Sir E. GREY: This Question and the 
three others put by the hon. Member 
relate to questions of Egyptian internal 
administration. And, while I have every 
desire to encourage sanitary reform, | 
must point out that this is one of the 
matters which receive constant attention 
from the Egyptian Government, and that 
the direct interference of His Majesty’s 
Government in matters of administrative 
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detail is both impracticable and unde- 
sirable. As the hon. Member is no doubt 
aware, the progress of social reform in 
every country must be gradual, and 
particular measures must depend upon 
the resources of the State and the 
pressure of other claims upon them. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if it is not 
the case that there is less destitution, 
both in the adult and infantile population 


Questions. 


of Egypt, than in most European 
countries ? 
Sir EDWARD GREY: I have no 


authoritative figures before me, but I 
should be glad to be assured that that 
was the truth. 


{2 May 1907} 





Capture of a British Subject by 
Brigands at Salonica. | 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs whether he can state the circum- | 
stances and conditions under which the | 
British subject, Mr. Abbott, of Salonica, | 
who was kidnapped by brigands, was | 
released; what sum was paid by the | 
British Consul to his captors; who pro- | 
viled the money ; and whether he will | 
take steps to secure repayment from the | 
Turkish Government, as well as an) 
alequate sum for compensation. | 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: Mr. Abbott | 
was released on the advance by His | 
Majesty’s Consul-General of a ransom | 
of £1.15,000, which the Consul was | 
aithorised to make from public funds. | 
The recovery of this sum from the_ 
Turkish Government is under negotiation. | 
The question of compensation has not | 
b en raised, as far as I am aware, in this | 
or in previous similar cases. | 


Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if | 
Mr. Robert Abbott, a British subject, | 
was a month ago captured by Turkish | 
brigands near Salomica, and has now | 
been ransomed by the British Consul; | 
and, if so, will he say what ransom was | 
paid, from what source it came, and what | 
steps will be taken to recover the amount | 
from the Turkish Government. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I would refer | 
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to-day returned to the hon. and gallant 
Member for the St. Andrews Burghs. 


Questions. 


Mr. FELL: May I ask if the right hon. 
Gentleman has received any report from 
the Consul-General in Turkey as to the 
position of affairs in some of the large 
seaports, one of which I visited last 
February, and—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. Per- 


sonal statements are not admissible. 


“The Mikado.” 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will say whether 
the views of the Japanese were consulted 
in withdrawing the licence for The 
Mikado ; on whose advice did the Lord 
Chamberlain act, and will he state what 
were the considerations which prompted 
the action in this matter; whether the 
responsibility for the decision rests solely 
with the Lord Chamberlain ; and will he 
generally reconsider the whole question 
as affecting the case of this play with a 
view to withdrawing the prohibition and 
limiting, by legislation or otherwise, the 
power of the Lord Chamberlain. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : I understand 
that the Lord Chamberlain acted on his 
own responsibility solely. But, with 


| regard to the last part of the Question, I 


may say that if my advice had been asked 
or given it would have been entirely in 


| accord with the action which the Lord 


Chamberlain has taken, for reasons which 
I should have thought would have been 
obvious at this moment. I am_ not, 
therefore, prepared to reconsider the 
Question, even if it were in my province 
to do so. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : Who is 
responsible in this House for the action 
of the Lord Chamberlain ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY 


notice. 


asked for 


British Commercial Interests in Asia 
Minor. 

Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he will 
appoint at Mersina, Asia Minor, con- 
sidering the importanee of British 


the hon. Member to the Answer I have! shipping and other British commercial 


20 2 
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interests there, a British subject as 
Consul ; and will he say who has had 
charge of the Consulate there since the 
promotion to higher posts some five years 
ago of Lieutenant-Colonel Massey, and 
two years ago of Captain Townshend. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: Up to April, 
1905, the British Vice-Consulate for the 
vilayet of Adana was situated at Adana 
in order that the Vice-Consul might be 
able to communicate easily with the Vali 
and central authorities of the district. 
Colonel Massey, who was appointed Vice- 
Consul in February, 1896, was succeeded 
by Captain Townshend in 1903. On 
Captain Townshend’s transfer to another 


{COMMONS} 


post in April, 1905, the Vice-Consulate for | 
the vilayet was removed to Mersina on | 


account of the growing commercial im- 
portance of the town, and Mr. 'Teofani 


Loiso, who was recommended to His | 


Majesty’s Government as the most  suit- 
able candidate, was appointed unsalaried 
Vice-Consul and still holds that post. It 
is doubtful whether a_ resident 
subject with the necessary qualifications 
could be found at Mersina, and the trade 
does not appear to justify the appoint- 
ment of a salaried Vice-Consul. 


Chiswick Council Dispute. 

Mr. THORNE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the action of the police in 
preventing Councillor O’Brien from 
entering the Chiswick Council Chamber 
on Thursday, 18th April; and whether, 
seeing that the Chairman of the Council 
obtained the services of the police to 
prevent a councillor attending to his 
duties, he proposes to take any action in 
the matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): The police 
were warned to be in the vicinity of the 
Chiswick Council Chamber on the 18th 
instant, as it had been intimated to them 
that a disturbance was feared ; but they 
took no action to prevent Councillor 


O’Brien from entering the Council 
Chamber, nor did they in any way 


assist in his removal. 
Council and Local 
ers. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Pacdington, 
N.): I bey to ask the Secreiary of State 


Paddington Borough 
Trad 


| 
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for the Home Department if he has now 
received from the Paddington Borough 
Council any explanation of their refusal 
to take proceedings against local traders 
who have failed to supply the names and 
addresses of home-workers employed by 
them. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: Not yet, Sir. I 
understand that the matter is to be 
submitted to the Council at their meeting 
next Tuesday. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company. 

Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD (Fal- 
kirk Burghs): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether, seeing 
that, under the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Act of 1859, ¢. 110, s. 47, the 
Lancashire and = Yorkshire Railway 
Company is bound to deposit with the 


| Board of Trade a copy of any agreement 


British | 





with respect to the conveyance ot 
passengers or goods which that company 
may make with any other railway or 
canal company, the company has within 
the last three years so deposited a copy 
of any agreement made with the London 
and North Western Railway Company : 
whether other railway companies are 
bound in similar fashion to deposit with 
the Board of Trade copies of such 
agreements ; and, if not, whether he will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
legislation to impose such obligations on 
all railway and canal companies. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Kear vey, Devonport) : 
A copy of an agreement entered into hy 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire and the 
London and North Western Railway 
Companies on the 31st December 1904, 
was deposited with the Board of Trade 
in accordance with the provision of the 
special Act referred to. We are not 
aware of any similar provision in any 
Act relating to companies other than the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire company, but 
I may point out that all working 
agreements between railway companies 
entered into under the authority of Acts 
incorporating the Railways Clauses Act, 
1863, have to be deposited with and 
approved by the Railway and Canal 
Commission. 


‘Woolwich Mechanics for Germany. 
Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the President 
o: the Board of Trade, if a considerable 
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number of mechanics who were discharged 
from Woolwich Arsenal have been 


{2 May 1907} 


Questions. 1066 


Irish Poor Law Returns. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 


engaged by a firm of bicycle manu-| to ask the President of the Local Govern- 


facturers of Dresden, Germany ; and, if 


so, can a copy of their contract of engage- | 


ment be supplied and can particulars be 
published in the Labour Gazette of the 
tirms in Germany who are prepared to 
offer work to unemployed English 
artisans. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The Board of Trade 
have no information on the subject 
referred to in the first part of the hon. 


Member's Question, and no knowledge of | 


the firms in Germany who are prepared 


to offer work to unemployed English | 


artisans. 


Mr. FELL inquired if it was not the 
duty of the Board of Trade official to 
take special note of changes in the 
labour market of the character indicated 
in the Question. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked for notice of 
the Question. 


Co-opted Guardians. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland): 


I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if his attention has 
been called to the 
Tynemouth Board 


ment Board whether he has called for 
Returns from the Local Government 
Board in Ireland to lay before the 
English Royal Commission on Poor Law ; 
when are these Returns likely to be 
required; and will his Department 
recoup the Irish Local Government Board 
for the expenses entailed in procuring 
the Returns indicated. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The hon. 
Member is, I think, under some mis- 
apprehension in this matter. I have not 
called for Returns from the Local 
Government Board for Ireland for the 
Royal Commission on the Poor Laws and 
Relief of Distress, nor would any 
expenses incurred by that Board in 
relation to Returns obtained for the 
Commission be payable out of the Vote 
for my Department. I may add that the 
reference to the Royal Commission is not 
limited to England, but extends to the 


| United Kingdom. 


co-option by the} 
of Guardians of a} 
member who was defeated at the election, | 


as also the suggested co-option of a/| 


defeated member by the Easington 
Board of Guardians ; and if so, will he 
state whether he proposes to take any 
action in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHNn 
Burns, Battersea): A Board of 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman send a copy of 
that Answer te the President of the Irish 
Local Government Board ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Certainly. 


Postal Addresses in the Welsh Language. 
Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 


| Posmaster-General whether in Wales the 


| Post 
LOCAL | 


Office officials refuse to receive 
or deliver letters if addressed in the 
Welsh language, and will not speak 


‘to a Welshman in his native tongue ; and 


(ruardians are empowered by Statute to | 
co-opt a Chairman, or Vice-Chairman, or | 


hoth, and not more than two other 
persons from outside their own body but 
from persons qualified to be guardians 
of the union. 


stand that at Tynemouth the person 
co-opted had been an elected guardian 
during the preceding three years, that his 
business knowledge had been found to be 
valuable, and that at the recent election 
he only lost his seat by ten votes. In 
the Easington case the matter appears 
still to be under the consideration of the 
guardians. 


I have no control over | 
the guardians in the matter, but I under- | 





whether, seeing that in Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire there are 280,000 Welshmen 
who speak their native language only, he 
proposes to take any action in the 
matter. 


Toe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypnEyY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): The hon. Member appears to be 
under some misapprehension. The Post 
Office does not refuse to receive and 
deliver correspondence addressed in the 
Welsh language. Postmasters and post- 
men with a knowledge of Welsh are 
appointed in districts where such know- 
ledge is found to be necessary. 
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Sick Leave Regulations in the Post 
Office. 


(Juestions. 


*Mr. GODDARD CLARKE (Camber- | 


well, Peckham): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether the ordinary sick 


leave regulations, as stated by the chief 


medical officer, when giving evidence 


before the Select Committee, to be six | 


{COMMONS} 


(Questions. 1068 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are 


there not two contracts, one entered into 
by the Imperial Government, and the 


other by the Commonwealth ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Yes, but 
we have no control over the Common- 
wealth contract. 


months full pay and six months half-pay, | 


apply to officers who are alleged to be 
suffering from mental infirmity ; and, if 


not, what is the general practice in such | 
cases, and after what lapse of time is an | 
officer reported on as unfit for the service | 


and recommended for pension. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : The regu- 
lations regarding sick leave and pay apply 
in the case of officers suffering from 
mental infirmity in the same manner as 
in other cases. So long as there is a 
reasonable prospect of eventual recovery 


sick pay is allowed to established officers, | 


Music in Leeds Elementary Schools. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether, in view of the fact 
that the teaching of music in the elemen- 
tary schools at Leeds which has been 
given since 1882, and has resulted in 
benefit to the scholars, there being at 
present 547 children receiving instruction, 
the fees paid more than counterbalancing 
the expenses during the whole period, 
there is any intention on tke part of the 
Board of Education vetoing such teaching 
in future. 


up toa limit of six months on full pay | 


and six months on half pay ; but when an 
officer is certified to be permanently 


incapacitated he is retired with the. 
pension or gratuity provided by the 


Superannuation Acts. 


Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Is 
that the invariable rule ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I imagine 
so as regards established officers. 


Australian Mail Contracts. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
if he can state whether the arrangements 
have yet been made by the British and 
Australian Governments for the new 
Australian mail service contracts. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I hope 
that satisfactory arrangements for the 
continuance of the Imperial Mail service 
to and from Australia will be completed 
shortly. I have no official information 
as to the progress of the arrangements 
for the additional service to be provided 
by the Commonwealth Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
does the right hon. Gentleman expect 
information from the Commonwealth ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Of course 
we shall be informed, but we have no 
responsibility in the matter. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD ofr EDUCATION 
(Mr. LouGu, Islington, W.): The atten- 
tion of my right hon. friend has only 
recently been called to this matter, and 
| an official letter has already been sent to 

the Leeds Education Authority sanction- 

ing the arrangements under certain 
reasonable conditions. 


Beer Ingredients. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government 
| Board whether he can say what are the 
| ingredients now used in the manufacture 
of beer in this country. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RuNciMAN, Dews- 
bury): My right hon. friend has asked 
me to answer this Question. I beg to refer 
the hon. Member to the Return (Number 
14) on Brewers Licences presented on 
the 14th February last which contains all 
the available statistics. 


Mr. MORTON: Are there any hops 
in beer at all now ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Police Pensions and Income-Tax. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : [ beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if, having regard to the 





fact that police pensions have been earned 
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in protection of the public, and that | 


{2 May 1907} 


throughout their service the recipients | 
were compelled to contribute thereto a | 


percentage of their pay, he can give an 


assurance that such pensions will be | 


assessed for income-tax as deferred pay 
and not as accumulated savings. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. AsQuitH) : 
I am giving very careful consideration to 
all the arguments which are urged in 
favour of admitting any or all of the 


different classes of pensioners to the | 
benefit of the proposed concession to | 


carned incomes, but I think it will be 
most convenient if I deal with the ques- 
tion of pensions as a whole when the 
Finance Bill comes up for consideration. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will it 
be dealt with in the Finance Bill ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : The point can be 
raised when the Bill is under considera- 
tion. 


Mr. P. BARLOW (Bedford): Is the 
matter still open for discussion 4 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Yes, Sir. 


Village Rifle Clubs. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in the event of members of a village rifle 
club receiving temporary permission to 
shoot rooks from the local landlord, he 
will direct the Inland Revenue authorities 
not to enforce the taking out of a gun 
licence, which such use of a rifle tech- 
nically involves. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : 


for any such concession. 


Mr. HICKS BEACH: But in view of 
the stimulus this would give to rifle 
practice cannot the Government give way 
on this ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: We are not pre- 
pared to diminish the revenue in this way. 


Clerks to Surveyors. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will cause inquiry to be made 
into the position of clerks to surveyors of 
taxes, having regard to the fact that they 
have responsible public duties to discharge 


I see no reason | 


_compares unfavourably with 
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and are paid out of public funds, but have 
no fixity of tenure and no rights of 
pension, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The question of 
the organisation of the offices of surveyors 
of taxes is being considered by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and whether the 
employment of a larger proportion of 
established officers would be conducive to 
efficiency. As regards the pay and 
prospects of clerks at present employed 
in an unestablished capacity, I have no 
reason for thinking that their position 
that of 
persons engaged on similar terms upon 
the same class of work in other Govern- 
ment Departments. 


Mr. C. E. PRICE inquired if members 
of the engineering staff who were some- 
times employed in a like capacity received 
pensions while the men referred to in 
the Question did not 4 


Questions. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The circumstances 
of the two staffs are not on the same lines, 
and I am afraid therefore a comparison 
is not possible. 


Burwell Crown Farm. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) : I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, if 
he can state the amount which it has been 
necessary to spend on the erection and 
alteration of buildings to adapt the Crown 
farm at Burwell to the requirements of 
the eighty-two small holders now in 
occupation ; and if the expense has been 
borne by the Board of Agriculture, by 
the hon. Member for Newmarket, or by 
the small holders. 


Tue TREASURER To THE HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir EpwarD STRACHEY, Somer- 
setshire, E.): The estimated amount of 
the expenditure on the erection and 
adaptation of buildings on the Crown 
farm at Burwell is £1,800. This amount 
will be borne on the Land Revenues of 
the Crown, interest being paid by my 
hon. friend the Member for Newmarket 
in the shape of additional rent. He 
informs me that this additional rent is 
added to the rents paid by his sub-tenants 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN: Does the £1,800 
represent the whole expense of placing 
eighty-two people on this-farm ? 
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Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: I think | 
so, but if the hon. Member will put down | 
a Question I will ascertain definitely. 


Scottish Churches Dispute. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he can state the 
number of churches in the Highlands of 
Scotland that have been successfully | 
claimed by the Free Church ; and out of | 
that number how many are at present 
vacant, and on whom the responsibility | 
devolves of seeing that the spiritual 
interests of the people are duly cared | 
for. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire) : In the five | 
Highland Synods of the church, viz., | 
Argyll, Moray, Ross, Sutherland and | 
Caithness and Glenelg, the Free Church | 
have prevailed in 113 cases, and the 
United Free Church in 119 cases. In 
the case of all the congregations in 
Orkney and Shetland, of which there are 
thirty-two, the property has been allocated 
to the United Free Church. The Royal | 
Commission were charged with the duty 
of distributing certain property between 
the two churches, and in that regard their 
responsibility ends there. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON asked for | 
an Answer to the last part of his 
Question. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no informa- | 
tion. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : Will the 
right hon, Gentleman inquire ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 
sponsibility. 


I have no re- 


Dumbarton Drainage Works. 

Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, | 
Govan): I beg to ask the Secretary for 
Scotland what was the specific nature of | 
the understanding given by the local 
authority of the burgh of Dumbarton in 
1903; what was the nature of the works 
to which the said undertaking bore 
reference ; whether he is aware that no 
purification works have been begun, and 
that all the sewage of the burgh now 
enters the Leven in an unpurified condi- 
tion ; whether this state of matters has | 
his approval; and, if not, whether he | 


{COMMONS} 


| attention. 
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will see that the Local Government Board 
now take steps to have the undertaking 


Questions, 


| given by the burgh carried into effect if 


such should involve the construction of 


| purification works. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am informed that 
the suggestion of the hon. Member as to 
a specific understanding on this subject 
is not fully sustained. The Local Goy- 
ernment Board after an inquiry by their 


| medical inspector pressed the removal of 


certain nuisances to which he had drawn 
They now propose to inquire 
into the question of the condition of the 


sewage when it enters the Leven. 


Mr. R. DUNCAN asked if other 
burghs had been compelled to undertake 
sewage purification works by the Govern- 
ment ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR asked for notice of 


the Question. 


Ireland and the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : 


| On behalf of the hon. Member for North 


Fermanagh, I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether it is in- 
tended to introduce this session a Bill 
to provide for a Court of Criminal 
Appeal in Ireland, or to insert clauses 
in the Bill of Mr. Attorney-General 
making it applicable to Ireland. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 


| IRELAND (Mr. Cuerrry, Liverpool, Ex- 
| change): No, Sir. 


Having regard to 
the present state of public business, I do 


| not think it will be possible to introduce 
/such a Bill this session. 


As to the 
latter part of the Question I must refer 
my hon. and learned friend to the 
Attorney-General who is in charge of 


the Bill. 


Clare Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the investigation 
into the claims of the evicted tenants in 
county Clare have ‘been completed ; and 
when the work of reinstatement may be 
expected to commence on a general scale. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. BirkELL, Bristol, N.) : The 
Estates Commissioners inform me that 
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up to the present sixty-two evicted 
tenants have been reinstated in county 
Clare. The great majority of the appli- 
cations have been investigated, but as I 
said in reply to a Question yesterday, 
I do not propose to make any detailed 
statement on the subject until after the 
end of this month. 


Irish Agricultural Department. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- 
sory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the indeterminate 
condition of affairs in the Irish Agri- 
cultural Department, he will see that 
applications for increases in the salaries 
of the higher officials of the Department 
shall not be entertained pending the 
appointment of a successor to Sir Horace 
Plunkett. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am _ not aware 
of any reason why the administration 
of the Department should not pursue 
its ordinary course. I need, however, 
scarcely add that no such applications 
for increases of salary are at present 
under the consideration of the Depart- 
ment. 


Lambert Minors Estate, Athenry. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
when the Report of the Estates Com- 
missioners in connection with the 
purchase of the Lambert Minors Estate, 
Athenry, will be submitted to the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland; is he aware that 
a number of decrees were taken out at 


the late quarter sessions held at Gort, | 
and are now ripe for execution on this | 


estate; and, in view of all the circum- 
stances, will he consider the propriety 
of urging on the Estates Commissioners 
the desirability of sending in their 
Report at once, so that a settlement 
may be effected without putting the 
decrees into execution. 


Mr. BIRRELL: 
missioners inform me that they have 
had a preliminary inspection made of 
this estate, which is under the control 
of the Lord Chancellor during the 
minority of the owner. 


The Estates Com- | 


The inspector's | 
Report is at present under the considera- | 
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| intimate to the Lord Chancellor at an 


early date the sum which they would be 
prepared to offer for the purchase of the 
estate if formal proceedings for sale to 
them should be instituted under Section 
6 of the Irish Land Act 1903. 


In answer to a further Question, the 
right hon. Gentleman said he was doing 
his best to expedite the inspection. 


Lettermore Relief of Distress Scheme. 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware of the fact that 
in the relief of distress scheme in the 
Lettermore dispensary district, in the 
Oughterard Union, no district councillors 
were included on the relief committees, 
although it had been promised that the 
relief would be administered through 
local committees on which the district 
councillors were represented ; and whether 
he is aware of the fact that the ad- 
ministration of relief in the Lettermore 
district is mainly in the hands of a Mr. 
P. Toole, who is a bailiff and grabber 
of grass lands and of holdings of evicted 
tenants; and whether, in view of these 
facts, an independent inquiry will be made 
into the administration of relief in this 
district, where the poorest and most 
deserving people are neglected. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Distress Com- 
mittee in the district referred to was 
formed by the local clergy and not by 
the Local Government Board. If any 
of the district councillors desire to 
become members of the committee they 
should apply direct to that body. The 
Local Government Board understand 
that Mr. Toole referred to in the Ques- 
tion is simply employed by the com- 
mittee as paymaster, and has no part 
in the administration of the work. 


Clifden Pier. 

Mr. O'MALLEY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the cause of 
the delay in constructing the pier at 
Clifden, Connemara, which was promised 
under the Marine Works Act; and 
whether he can state when this work 
will be commenced. 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


My _ predecessor's 


tion of the Commissioners, who will promise that the Government weuld 
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endeavour to find a certain sum for Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that a 


marine works at Clifden was condi- 
tional upon the county council’s under- 
taking to provide certain ancillary works, 
including an approach road. 
point no communication has yet been 
received from the county council, and 
therefore no progress in the consideration 
of the matter can be made. 


Oranmore Outrage. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the night of 22nd April 
the house of Patrick Burke, near Oran- 
more, county Galway, was fired into by | 
masked men; that Burke had refused to 
give up his employment as herd to a Mr. 
Costello at the dictation of the local 
branch of the United Irish League ; 
whether this is considered by the police 
to be the reason for the attack; and 
whether the police have made any arrests 
in connection with the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL : I am informed by the 
police authorities that the fact is as 
stated in the first part of the Question, 
except that it is not known whether the 
offender or offenders were masked. The 
police are not aware that the United 
Irish League had any connection with 
the matter, and they have no evidence to 
show what the motive of the offender | 
may have been. No arrests have been 
made. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Has the | 
right hon. Gentleman any hope of any | 
arrests being made in connection with 
this outrage ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: Yes, Sir. 
United Irish League—Clonfert Branch. 
THE Marquess oF HAMILTON 
(Londonderry): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to a resolution of the Clonfert 
branch of the United Irish League, 
passed on Sunday, 2Ist April, giving 
notice to all graziers to surrender their 
grass farms, and threatening to publish 
the names of the graziers in order to 
focus public opinion on their action ; and 
will he say what steps he has taken to 
protect the graziers of Galway in their 


Upon this | 


resolution to the effect stated was pub- 
| lished in a local newspaper. The police 
| have taken, and will continue to take, all 
necessary steps for the preservation of 
the peace, and for the protection of all 
persons in the exercise of their legal 
rights. 


Brosna Outrage. 

Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Wednesday, 24th 
April, the house of a farmer named 
Forde, of Brosna, county Kerry, was 


attacked by a party of men, armed 


and disguised, who fired several shots 
into the dwelling; whether the reason 
for this attack has been ascertained; 


and whether any persons have yet 
been made amenable in connection 
therewith. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The fact is as stated 
in the Question. The house is situate on 
an evicted farm held by Forde, but is 
occupied by a caretaker. The motive 
for the offence can only be a matter of 
opinion. The police are still investigat- 
ing the case, and no one yet has been 
made amenable. 


Crime in Ireland. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I 
desire to ask the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland if his attention has been called 
to an urgent appeal issued yesterday to 
Members of this House to provide Lord 
Ashtown with £3,000 a year to enable 
him to circulate accounts of alleged 
crimes in Ireland. Has the right hon. 
Gentleman seen the statement in it that 
events are constantly happening in Ire- 


land of a most startling, shocking, and 


outrageous character, do the police re- 
ports confirm this allegation, and can 
any steps be taken to put a stop to Lord 
Ashtown’s scandalous campaign ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
penultimate word used by the hon. 
Member is in order, when referring to 
a Member of the other House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: He is not 
a Member of the other House. He is 
only an Irish Peer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Still, he is not here 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: He can | 
appeal to the Courts. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: I will with- | 
draw the word “scandalous” and sub- | 
stitute “‘ mischievous.” 


Mr. BIRRELL: I did see the paper | 
in question. I certainly considered it | 
contained a misleading account of the | 
position in Ireland, and I hope the people | 
of England will not assume that the | 
condition of Ireland is as described in| 
that letter. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Is the right | 
hon. Gentleman aware that the state- | 
ments contained in this letter are taken | 
out of one or other of the numerous | 
Nationalist papers ¢ | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to) 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury if the | 
funds created for the purposes of the | 
Ibourers (Ireland) Acts, under the | 
Labourers (Ireland) Act of 1906, will be | 
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the hon. Member was carried out by 


Questions. 


| regulations issued in 1902. 


Naval Debates and the Hague 
Conference. 

Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD: I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister if he will 
arrange to take Vote 8 of the Navy 
Estimates before the meeting of the 
Hague Conference. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: At the same time 
may I ask the Prime Minister whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that one-third of the armoured tonnage 
of this years’ naval programme will be 
laid down, or otherwise, according to the 
measure of success which attends the 
proposals of the Government for the 
armaments ; whether he is 
aware that the Admiralty and our dele- 
gates to the Hague Conference possess no 
authentic information as to the arma- 
ments of the six large armoured vessels 
Germany has commenced or is to lay 
down this year ; and whether, in view of 
the present uncertainty, he will arrange 
for the discussion of Vote 8, Navy 


, 


Estimates, to be taken after the results 


in any way affected by the deficiency in | of the Hague Conference are known. 


the several counties occasioned by land | 
purchase finance. | 


™~ GY T ‘ 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: So far as I am} 
aware the funds made available for the | 
purposes of the Labourers (Ireland) Acts | 


by the Act of 1906 will not be affected. 


Irish Salt Firkin Butter. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, | 
W.): I beg to ask the hon. Member for | 
South Somerset, as representing the | 
President of the Board of Agriculture, if | 
he can say what protection is afforded to | 
the vendors of Irish salt firkin butter in | 
the Butter and Margarine Bill when it | 
contains more than 16 per cent. and less | 
than 20 per cent. of water ; and whether | 
he intends to carry out the recommenda- | 
tion of the Departmental Committee on | 
butter regulations in the year 1902 with | 
regard to this butter. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY: The | 


| one-third is in 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
We will take Vote 8 as usual at a late 
period of the session so as to give the 
House the opportunity of discussing the 
programme with such emendation and 
revision as the experience of several 
months may suggest. That is the usual 
practice; it is a convenient one ; and [ 
see no reason why it should be departed 
from. 


British Investments in the Colonies. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister if the information 
at his disposal endorses the calculation 
that the investments of the Mother 
Country in the British Empire exceed 
£1,500,000,000 sterling, of which about 
Colonial and Indian 
Government securities, one-third in com- 
mercial and industrial enterprises, and 





Bill makes no alteration in the amount | one-third in corporation and other loans ; 
of moisture permissible in butter, whether | and if he can inform the House what 
English or Irish, unless it has been made, | proposals the Government has brought, 
blended, re-worked or treated in a factory. or is going to bring, before the Imperial 
The recommendation referred. to it by | Conference now sitting to advance the 
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industrial development, internal and ex- 


ternal, of the over-sea dominions of the 
sritish people, so as to secure an ade- 
quate return for this outlay of capital 
by co-operative societies of working men, 
limited liability companies, and private 
individuals, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This is a rather large question, and I 
cannot say at the moment whether the 
hon. and gallant gentleman’s estimate is 
correct. However that may be, there is 
of course no question as to the magnitude 
of the interests to which he refers. And 
though there are no definite proposals to 
be laid before the Conference by His 
Majesty’s Government, the whole subject 
is engaging the attention of His Majesty’s 
Government and of the Conference. 


Sir H. VINCENT: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give the terms of the 
preference resolution agreed to by the 
Conference ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have nothing to do with that. It has 
nothing to do with the Government. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): May I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether Colonial preference is advo- 
cated in the interest of those who have 
shares in Colonial enterprises 1 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My hon. friend had better address his 
questions to those who are in favour of 
Colonial preference. 


Women on Local Authorities. 

Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether in view 
of the fact that elections for borough 
councils take place on 1st November, he 
will introduce before that date a Bill 
to enable women to serve on_ local 
bodies. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
We fully intend to proceed during this 
session with a Bill to enable women to 
serve on local authorities. 


Standing Committees. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister if his attention 
has been directed to the lax attendance 
of the Members of Standing Committees ; 
whether he is aware that, while those 
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Committees each consist of over eighty 
Members, the attendance at each of them 
frequently falls to thirty Members or 
less ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that four such Committees are now 
created, to be charged with work of 
increased importance, he will, in the 
interests of efficiency, ask the House to 
consent to a new Standing Order ruling 
that any Member of a Grand Committee 
who is absent from his duties on two 
consecutive occasions without good cause 
shall forthwith be discharged from the 
Committee and another Member ap.- 
pointed in his place by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am not aware that the facts are as 
stated, but if the hon. Member will read 
the new Standing Orders he will see 
that the discharge of Members for non- 
attendance is provided for. 


Questions. 


Lords and Commons. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the fact that the legisla- 
tures of the Colonies and Dependencies of 
the British Empire have been framed, 
where they are representative, on the 
model of the legislature of the Mother 
Country, but that in these legislative 
systems there is no instance of a legis- 
lative council or second chamber framed 
on the hereditary principle, and no 
instance of a trace of a spiritual peerage, 
inquiry will be made, in view of the 
proposed alterations in the relations cf 
the House of Lords and the House of 
Commons towards each other, as to the 
reason of the conscious departure in the 
form and structure ot the Colonial 
legislative systems from their original 
by the omission in every case of a 
chamber of hereditary and _ spiritual 
Members, which in the British Parlia- 
ment have so seriously controlled and 
affected the course of legislation. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think the reasons are pretty obvious, 
and any formal inquiry into the matter 
would cause unnecessary delay. 


Transfer of Land-—Legal Costs. 

Mr. G. GREENWOOD : I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister whether the Govern- 
ment can furnish an approximate esti- 
mate of the aggregate amount of the 
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legal costs annually incurred by land- | 
owners and others on sales, mortgages, 

and transfers of mortgages of land in| 
England and Wales, and the costs which | 
they would incur on the like transactions | 
ifa system of general registration with 


(uestions. 
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absolute title were in force under the | 
into operation some of the chief recom- 


Land Transfer Acts. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No doubt such a Return would be most 
useful, and I will inquire if it can be 
obtained without undue labour and cost. 


Mr. G. GREENWOOD: 


Will the | 


right hon. Gentleman give me an Answer | 


if I put the (Question down at a later 
date ? 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes, but at a distinctly later date. 


CoLONEL HERBERT (Monmouthshire, 

): In the event of a Return being got 
out will the figures as to Wales be dis- 
tinguished from the others ? 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[have not the slightest idea what form 
the Return will take. 
considered. 


Irish Agricultural Department Vice- 
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education in Ireland appears on the Irish 
Estimates, and that consequently no dis- 
cussion of this subject can be raised in 
the usual way ; and whether, in view of 
the considerable income at the disposal of 
the Intermediate Education Board (Ire- 
land), the failure of the Board to put 


(uestions. 


mendations of the Viceregal Commission 
of 1899, and the general dissatisfaction 
with its policy in other regards, he will 
give an opportunity to enable the state 
of secondary education in Ireland to be 
brought under the review of Parliament. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I doubt if there will be any opportunity 


| of discussing this subject on any of the 


| ordinary 


Votes, and I will see as the 
session goes on whether an opportunity 
can be found for discussing it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman consider 
the advisability of putting some item on 
the Estimates, so that the House may 


| have the opportunity it does not get now 


The point will be | 


Presidency. 
Mr. MOORE: I beg to ask the Prime | 


Minister 


if he will consider a practical | 


knowledge of agriculture essential as a | 


qualification in any candidate for the 
position of Vice-President of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Ireland. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon. Member may be assured that no 
one but a thoroughly qualified person 
will be selected for this post. 


Mr. JOHN ROCHE 
Will the right hon, Gentleman carefully 
vonsider the claim of the Members of the 
Irish bar who are willing to take this or 
any other job ? 


| No Answer was returned. ] 


Irish Intermediate Education. 

Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.): J beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
no vote for the purpose of intermediate 


(Galway, E.): | 


of discussing the work of this nominated 
board whose expenditure amounts to 
£80,000 a year } 


Sir H. CAMPBEI L-BANNERMAN : 
I will consult the Chief Secretary. [ 
quite recognise the desirability of having 
such a discussion. 


Education Bills. 


*Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Skipton): I beg to ask the Prime 


Minister whether it is the intention of the 
Government to pass the Education 
(Special Religious Instruction) Bill and 
the Education (Administrative Pro- 
visions) Bill through this House this 
year ; and whether he can state that the 
Second Reading of one or both of them 
will be taken before Whitsuntide. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not think that either of these Pills 
will be taken before Whitsuntide. 


*Mr. CLOUGH: May I ask the right 


| hon. Gentleman for an Answer to the first 
| part of my Question ! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-B vegas AN; 
I am aware 0! no part: ‘cular decis‘on come 
to one way or the ct’ier, 
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Imperial Defence. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH: I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister if he can give the 
names of the naval and military officials 
who formed the committee under General 
Owens, which inquired into the defences 
of Malta and Gibraltar. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not usual to make public the names 
of members of committees of this nature, 
but I shall be happy to give the names 
to the hon. Member in private. 


The Session. 

Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether it is intended by the Govern- 
ment that the House should adjourn in 
July and meet again in the autumn, or 


whether some other, and what, alteration | 
is to be made with reference to the time | 


usually fixed for the commencement of 
the summer recess. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I cannot yet give my hon. friend any 
information on this subject. 

Mr. 8S. T. EVANS said _ his 
Whips of the Government had been 
making inquiries as to whether the House 
should rise in June or July, in which case 
hon. Members would need to maxe 
different arrangements, - 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I was not aware that any direction had | 
Many | 
Members are very much interested in | 


been given for an official inquiry. 


this matter and hold strong views, but 
I dare say they will take the ordinary 
means of propagating their opinions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
the right hon. Gentleman whether his 
attention had been called to a Resolution 
on the Paper, for which no date had been 
fixed, affirming the desirability of the 
business of the House being so arranged 
that the Session should last in no year 
beyond the end of June, and whether, in 
view of the widespread feeling on all 
sides in favour of that change, he would 
see that some opportunity was given te 
hon. Members to express their views. 


Smr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We are all aware of the arguments pro 
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reason | 
for putting the Question was that the | 
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| and con on this Question, and, of course, 
| we cannot clip this session short at the 
end of June without adding something 
| equivalent at another time. I am not 
| prepared to say whether that course 
| would be adopted. 

! 


Labou Vs 


| Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, 
| Govan) asked whether the right hon, 
| Gentleman would take accurate means 
| of ascertaining the desire of each Member. 
| 

| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
| That means taking a plebiscite, I suppose. 
| I have always protested against making 
| the convenience of Members the main 
consideration in settling the business of 
| the House. The settlement of the busi- 
‘ness of the House must depend on the 
| public interest. 


Mr. S. T. EVANS gave notice that 
_he would repeat his Question on a 


| distinctly early date. 


Mr. MYER asked whether, if the 
| Prime Minister objected to studying the 
| convenience of Members, he would study 
| their health. 

| 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
II did not say I do not consider the 
'convenience of hon. Members. What I 
|did suggest was that there were other 
| considerations to be borne in mind. 

| 


| —_——_ 


CHINESE LABOUR. 

LEAVE REQUESTED FOR MOTION 

FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. WALSH, in consequence of the 
unsatisfactory answer he had received a 
| short time before, asked leave to move 
| the adjournment of the House, in order 
'to call attention to an urgent matter of 
definite public importance—namely, the 
presence in the Transvaal of 250 Chinese 
coolies, contrary to the provisions of the 
| existing Chinese Ordinance and only at 
this moment disclosed to the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ihave considerable 
doubts as to whether the Motion of the 
hon. Member comes within the rule of 
‘urgency. After giving such attention as 
‘I have been able to the matter, I think 
| it does not come within the rule. There 
|is no way of stopping these men going to 
| the Transvaal. It is too late now ; they 
|!are in the Transvaal. As far as I am 
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able to judge, they come within the 
jurisdiction of the Transvaal Government, 


Mr. SHACKLETON 
N.E., Clitheroe) asked the Prime Minis- 
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| 


and, therefore it rests with the Transvaal | 
Government to deal with the matter. | 
For that reason I do not think that the | 
Motion comes within the rule of urgency. | 


(Lancashire, , 


ter whether, in view of the feeling which | 


had been aroused about these coolies, he 
would arrange to put down the Colonial 
Vote on a very early day. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I will consider the question of my hon. 
friend, 


Mr. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) suggested that the Vote 
which would give the opportunity for 
free discussicn to Members would be 
that of the Secretary of State, and ex- 
pressed a hope that whatever arrange- 
ment was made the debate on it would 
be left unfinished, so that in the case of 
other developments further opportunities 
would be afforded of discussion later in 
the Session. 


A. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked the Prime 
Minister whether he could give the 
House any forecast of the course of | 
public business between this and the. 
Whitsuntide holidays. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
The business on Monday will be the Re- 
solution which stands in my name for 
the allocation of time for the considera- 
tion of the Army (Territorial Forces) Bill. | 
On Tuesday there will be the introduc- | 
tion of the Irish Council Bill. On Wednes- 
day the Report of the financial resolutions 
will be concluded, and other Bills will be 
taken. That concludes next week. On 
the following Monday the Finance Bill 
will be the first order, continued on 
Tuesday. On the Wednesday the Motion 
for the adjournment will be moved, and 
on Thursday Supply will be taken. 


ViscounT TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) asked the right hon. Gentleman if | 
he was aware that, in answer to a Question | 


of his some sixteen days ago, he stated | Small 
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a week when his Resolution concerning 
the House of Lords would be taken. 


(Standing Committees). 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The noble Lord must be aware, from his 
experience of life, that hopes are not 
always realised. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE, 


Second Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection 
that they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee A: 
Mr. Harold Cox and Mr. Theodore 
Taylor ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Dr. Shipman and Mr. Ridsdale. 


Sir WILLIAM Brampron GURDON 
further reported from the Committee that 
they had discharged the following Member 
from Standing Committee B: Sir John 
Baker ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Mr. Theodore Taylor. 


Sir WititiAM Brampron GuURDON 
further reported from the Committee that 
they had discharged the following Member 
from Standing Committee B (in respect 
of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amend- 
ment Bill): Mr. Fetherstonhaugh; and 
had appointed in substitution (in respect, 
of the Land Law (Ireland) Acts Amend- 
ment Bill): Mr. Moore. 


Sir WitLtiAM Brampton GURDON 
further reported from the Committee 
that they had discharged the following 
Members from Standing Committee C 
(in respect of the Patents and Designs 
Bill): Mr. Maddison, Mr. Alden, Sir 
John Benn, and Mr. Hart Davies ; and 
had appointed in substitution (in respect 
of the Patents and Designs Bill); Mr. 
John Ward, Mr. Dunn, Mr. Brunner, and 
Mr. Mond. 


Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
further reported from the Committee 
that they had added to the Standing 
Committee on Scottish Bills the follow- 
ing fifteen Members (in respect of the 
Landholders (Scotland) Bill) : 


that he hoped to be able to announce in: Mr. Seddon, Mr. Vivian, Mr. Brace, 
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Mr. Hugh Law, Mr. McHugh, Mr. | 
M’Killop, Mr. James Mason, Viscount 


Helmsley, Colonel Kenyon- Slaney, Mr. 
Abe! Smith, Sir Samuel Scott, Mr. Long, 
Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr. 
and Captain Balfour. 


Sir WitiiAM Brampton GuRDON 
further reported from the Committee that 
they had added to the Standing Committee 
on Scottish Bills the following Fifteen | 
Members (in respect of the Liquor Traffic 
(Local Option) (Scotland) Bill): Mr. | 
Thomas Hichards, Sir Walter Nugent, 
Mr. Sheehy, Mr. Boland, Mr. Leif Jones, 
Mr. Sherwell, Mr. Charles Roberts, Mr. 
Nield, Captain Faber, Mr. Ratcliff, Vis- 
count Castlereagh, Mr. Remnant, 
Captain Craig, Mr. Meysey-Thompson, 
and Mr. Watson Rutherford. 

Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TAXATION AND 
PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 

“To provide for the Taxation and | 
Purchase of Land by Local Authorties,” 
presented by Mr. Thomasson ; supported 
by Mr. Bell, Mr. Wedgwood, Mr. Cremer, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Har- 
wood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. 
Alexander Harvey, Mr. John Robertson, 
and Mr. Snowden; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 30th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 174. ] 


SUPPLY [7TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.} 


CIVIL SERV ICES AND REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 
Cuass III. 

1. Motion made, 

posed, “That a sum, not exceeding | 


£36,985, be granted to His Majesty, to | 
complete the sum necessary to defray | 


the Charge which will come in course of | many 


payment during the year ending on the | 
31st day of March, 1908, for the ‘Salaries 


and “er of the Commissioner of | 
e Police Courts, and the Metro- 


Police, t 
politan Police Establishment of Dublin.” | 


{COMMONS} 


Lambton, | 


and Question pro- | 
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Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.) 


| rose to complain of the administration and 
the excessive numerical strength of the 
| Dublin Metropolitan Police, and of the 
injustice of the exorbitant rates levied on 
the citizens of Dublin for their upkeep, 
He occupied, he said, a somewhat 
anomalous position in rising to move the 
reduction of a Vote which he considered 
| was already too small, but it was the only 
means by which he ‘could bring before 
‘the House a system of taxation without 
| representation which at present prevailed 
}in Ireland, and which was opposed to 
every constitutional principle of Govern- 
ment. He wished to say at the outset of 
his remarks, firstly, that he made no 


attack on the personnel of the force to 


' whom he was doubtless well known, but 
|rather on the system of government 
which gave it birth ; and, secondly, that 
he had not much confidence in appealing 
to Ministers for justice to any part of 
Ireland. For many years he had been a 
i silent but close observer of successive 
|Irish Ministers, and their invariable 
| practice in reply to the criticisms 
|of Irish government had been to ex- 
‘tenuate what they could not decently 
| defend, and where they could do 
| neither to wring their hands in 
‘despair and say, “ What can I do? I 
have no power to interfere.” And this 
declaration of a British Minister was 
supposed to be a final answer to any 
Irish grievance, no matter how galling 
the injustice might be. But sometimes 
there was a change, and when an un- 
conscionable bargain was being forced 
| upon freland the Financial Secretary to 
‘the Treasury was selected to defend it. 
In_ his opinion, {if a Minister acknow- 
ledged the existence of unjust taxation, 
‘and found that under the existing 
‘law he had no power to remedy it, he 
| should come to the House and ask for 
remedial legislation, and he believed the 
| present House would give him the 
|requisite authority, whatever unhappy 
| fate might befall it in another place. He 
had no desire to say anything unkind 
about the present Chief Secretary. The 
right hon. Gentleman was in the spring: 
time of his official career ; he had made 
legislative promises. He (Mr. 
| White) would patiently await the harvest 
| time to see what he would bring i, 
but in passing he might say that he 
had kept close count of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s political pulse, ‘and he 
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thought he had discovered symptoms | 


which, however slight at present, if he | 


allowed them to develop would eventually, 
as in the case of so many of his prede- 
cessors, impair his political usefulness. 


He would trace the origin and 
growth of this infamous police tax. For 


the year ending the 3lst March, 1836, 
the expenditure on the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police was £40,511—in round 
numbers, one half contributed from 
various local sources and the other half 
voted by Parliament. To-day the amount 
asked for was £151,000, an increase of 
£111,000. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


In the year 1837 an Act) 


was passed “to make more effectual | 
| sometimes regarded it as their duty, ac- 


provisions relating to the police in the 
district of Dublin Metropolis.” In 
describing the area of their operations 
the Act contained the significant words, 
“That Her Majesty’s Castle of Dublin 
and all places situate and contained ” 


within certain boundaries. Did the 
insertion of these words “ Her Majesty’s 


Castle of Dublin” not prove their contention 
absolutely, that the force was nine-tenths 
military or Imperial, and should be paid 
for out of Imperial funds ? Otherwise, why 
should special provision have been made 
for the protection of that malodorous 
institution called Dublin Castle, that 
ancient citadel of foul oppression which 
feasted on the life-blood of the Irish 
people? The authors of that 
recognised, as the people of Dublin did 
today, that the great object of the 


Act | 


police was to uphold and __ protect | 
a foreign garrison in a_ hostile 
because a persecuted country. Since 
that Act became law down to the 


present day, the ratepayers of Dublin 
and surrounding townships had had to 
pay 8d. in the £ on their valuation, no 
matter what increase might take place 
in consequence of new buildings or the 
re-valuation of the city which was now 
taking place. Let them see how this 
rate compared with English cities and 
towns :—Dublin, 8d.; Manchester, 5d. ; 
Sheftield (and police acting as fire 
brigade), 44d. ; Leeds, 3°84d.; Bradford, 
363d.; Hull, 4°293d.; Glasgow, 4d. ; 
Birmingham, 4d. He was loth to quote 
Birmingham as a fair case, because 
he was quite sure the President of the 
Board of Trade would agree with him 
that the foree in Birmingham was in- 
sufficient for the protection of life and 
property, owing to something in_ its 
environment. What was the cause of 
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this disproportionment in rates between 
rich and progressive English cities and 
poverty-stricken Dublin? There could 
be and there was only one reason. In 
English towns the police was a civic force 
responsible to the local authority. It 
was to the interest of the local ratepayer 
to keep down the cost, and it was to the 
interest of the police to serve the rate- 
payers. They were the willing servants 
of a free people in a free country. The 
reverse was the condition in Dublin. 
The people had no control over the police, 
and the latter were not the servants of 
the ratepayers who paid them, but the 
representatives of Imperial power, who 


Suppl yi. 


cording to the temper of the occupier of 
Dublin Castle, to harass mere Irishmen. 
He would ask the Committee to come back 
to the year 1841. At that time the popu- 
lation of Dublin was 235,864; in the 
sixty years to 1901 the population bad 
increased to 290,638, an increase of 
54,774; but in the same period of time 
the total upkeep of the Metropolitan 
Police had increased from £60,000 to 
about £160,000, or at the rate of nearly 
£2 per head of the increased population. 
Could anyone attempt to justify that 
enormously increased impost ? Dublin at 
present enjoyed an exceptional immunity 
from crime of a serious character, with 
which no English city could compare. 
In the year 1862 the _ indictable 
offences in the whole district: of the 
Dublin Metropolitan District numbered 
9,520 while in the year 1902 they num- 
bered only 2,696 or about one-fourth of 
what they were when the police force 
cost half what it did now. With regard 
to summary offences which were returnable 
for trial, in 1862 they numbered 43,694, 
while in 1902 they only numbered 29,726, 


| so that increase in taxation had corres- 


ponded with diminution of crime. He 
would give the Committee some statistics 
with regard to the cost of police in 
English towns. In Dublin with its 
population of 390,187 the cost of the 
upkeep of the police in 1901 was 
£160,183. In Glasgow, with a popula- 
tion of 760,423, it was only £134,192, 
while the strength of the force was 1,279 
as against the 1,172 in the Dublin force. 
The population of Manchester was 542,872 
and the cost of police, £116,808. In 
Liverpool, with a population of 684,947, 
it was £193,273. If the cities of England 
were taken it would be found that the 


2P 
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cost per head for the upkeep of the police 
was infinitely less than that of Ireland. 
The sum per head of the people of Leeds 


and of Sheffield was 2s. 6d., the cost per | 


head in Dublin was 8s. 24d. There was, as 
competent authorities agreed, practically 
no professional criminal class in Dublin, yet 
let the Committee compare the conditions 
with those which existed in cosmopolitan 
London. 
of the population for the upkeep of the 
police was 6s. 63d. as against 8s. 24d. in 
Dubkn. 


man for every 380 of the population as | 
against one for every 333 in Dublin. In | 


wealthy London the police rate was 5d. in 
the £; in Dublin 8d. If London was 
policed at the same rate as Dublin, it 
would cost the ratepayers £559,000 per 
annum more than it did at present, while 
in London the police were expected to do 
many duties not imposed on the police in 
Dublin. He thought he had proved 
conclusively that Dublin was the most 
lawful and peace-abiding city in the 
Empire. When a city Was over-policed 
and that city was a crimeless city it led 
to corruption in many ways. 
knew that from time to time emissaries 


had been sent out from Dublin Castle to | 


provoke conspiracies to justify the exist- 
ence of the police, and the existing posi- 
tion was a direct incentive to manufacture 
charges. He had in his hand a copy of 
the “ Five cases” circular issued by the 
Chief Commissioner of the Police of Dublin 
in January, 1897. Would any member of 
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In London the charge per head | 


In London there was one police- | 


They all | 
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| circular if it had todo with any country in 
| the world except Ireland? They would 
look on it as an outrage; but because it 
| had to do with Ireland somebody would 
| be found to stand up and defend it. In 
Dublin licensed houses were owned by the 
licensees. Every man in possession of a 
| licence had his all invested in it. He was 
| not tied to a brewer or to a distiller. It 
| was therefore his interest to conduct his 
house respectably, for two endorsed con- 
victions and a third conviction not en- 
dorsed would put an end to his existence. 
Yet how was he treated? His house was 
visited again and again. His customers 
were cross-examined. Thev were told to 
stand up and in some cases they were 
|even asked to walk a chalk line. Why 
| was all this? Not to vindicate the law— 
| a policeman in England as a rule strove to 
| do nothing more—but in Dizblin he had to 
| make cases in order to satisfy his superiors, 
| and in order to try to justify his own and 
their existence. That might seem an 
extraordinary statement, but the circular 
|to which he had referred was a direct 
|incentive to the police to manufacture 
cases. It was a kind of black list pre- 
sented periodically to the Chief Commis- 
sioner containing the names of patrol 
officers and men who had made less than 
‘five cases within three months. It con- 
tained the name of patrol officers and 
| men who had made (either by arrests or 
summons) less than five cases within the 
/last three months and was headed as 
follows :— 


' 


the Committee attempt to justify such a | 





| 

Rank Number of Cases 
Name. | and made in past 

| Number. twelve months. 


Number of cases 
made in preceding 
twelve months. 


Superintendent's 
Remarks, 





One would imagine that the standard of 
efficiency of a policeman ought to be the 
absence of crime in his patrol, or the ab- 
sence of complaint on the part of people 
residing or doing business on his patrol 
rather than the number of cases he suc- 
ceeded in making. However, it was not 
so in Dublin. A policeman was put on 
the black list if he did not make cases. 
In the effort to make cases he would take 
the case of the licensed trade. For every 
conviction secured up to 1905, a case was 
dismissed. In licensing cases the Chief 


function. He said the magistrate was 
the proper person to investigate every 
charge. With every respect for the 
Commissioner of Police, it was his duty to 
investigate the details of every charge 
brought against a ratepayer, and to weigh 
the circumstances carefully before he 
allowed a summons to be issued. But he 
only did this when the men under him 
were likely to get into trouble. He 
would give a typical example. Within 
the last few months a sergeant named 
Cox arrested a man for being drunk on 





Commissioner avowed that he had no 
Mr. Patrick Ihite. 


licensed premises. The man had been 
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removed from the licensed premises five 
times before the sergeant arrived on the 
scene, and when he did arrive on the 
scene the principal assistant in the house 
was in the act of putting him out. 
Sergeant Cox made his Report, and the 
Chief Commissioner ordered three sum- 
monses to be issued, one for disorderly 
conduct, one for supplying drink to a 
drunken man, and one for permitting 
drunkenness. The summonses were 
signed by the magistrate, but withdrawn 
when the fact was brought to the know- 
ledge of the Chief Commissioner that the 
prosecuting sergeant had made a Report 
which would have been contradicted by 
the station sergeant. In reference to 
this case a question was asked in the 
House and the answer given was that the 
summonses were withdrawn because there 
was some doubt as to the “ recollection ” 
of the prosecuting sergeant. If Colonel 
Ross’s attention had not been called to 
this case the summonses would, of course, 
have been issued, and dismissed, as 50 
per cent. of the summonses were; but if, 
in calling attention to the case the per- 
son who did so had not disclosed the false 
nature of the Report made by Sergeant 
Cox, contradicted as it was by the 
station sergeant and a constable, the cases 
would have gone on and the licensed trader 
would have been put to great expense. 
That case was but an example, and what- 
ever opinions his hon. friends might have 
on liquor questions he was sure they were 
all agreed that those engaged in the 
licensed trade were entitled to whatever 
protecton the law gave them. He hoped he 
had convinced the Committee that Dublin 
was a most orderly and peaceful city, yet 
the most police-ridden and police-taxed 
city in the three kingdoms. He had no 
doubt that right hon. Gentlemen on 
the Government benches were eager to 
stand up and—to their own satisfaction— 
completely demolish his case with some 
rusty, but oft-used arguments supplied 
by the Lords of the Treasury. There 
was no one in the House more capable 
of dressing in soothing words, well used 
wares than right hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
He had no doubt that he would be told 
that the proportion of the British ex- 


chequer contribution to the 
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of any other city in the kingdom. He 
freely admitted that was so, but that 
furnished no answer to his case, forjno 
other city in the kingdom except London 
had a force not under civic control; the 
force in every other town was a civic force, 
and if they wanted a semi-Imperial estab- 
lishment in Dublin they should pay for 
it out of Imperial funds. Ireland did not 
require one-fourth of the present force ; 
they were for England’s purposes, and 
she should pay forthem. The number of 
police in Dublin bore no proportion to 
anything except the broken promises of 
the right hon. Gentlemen’s predecessors in 
office. The matter was once before put 
before the Lords of the Treasury. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
was most sympathetic and promised 
to use his influence, but apparently his 
influence was not sufficient to get any 
reduction. Four reasons were given 
against it which were not important. 
One was the configuration of the roads— 
which was not a strong argument, because 
there were roads in other parts of the 
Empire which contained a greater number 
of miles. Another argument was that 
Dublin was not a provincial town but 
the seat of Government. It was an 
argument of the Nationalist Members 
that if for the purposes of the town thev 
were excessive they ought to be reduced 
and the saving in cost ought to go to 
the Irish taxpayers. They admitted 
there was an alien Government in Dublin 
and said that if the Government gave 
Dublin the control of the police she would 
pay for them. The over-taxation of 
the citizens of Dublin for the upkeep of 
an unnecessary force was but one of the 
many instances which abounded in every 
Government department in Ireland, and 
the multiplication of which had made 
Ireland, notwithstanding the fertility 
of its soil, the poorest country in the 
world. He quite recognised that the 
right hon. Gentleman was surrounded by 
many difficulties; he was the heir to 
many bad traditions, and the greatest 
drawback was that the Government of 
England in Ireland had no _ moral 
force behind it. The difficulties might 
be great, but they were not insurmount- 
able. He would quote for him the 


Metropolitan Police was larger than that | noble words recently uttered by an 
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eminent statesman who had now become} to draw attention to the grievance, 


Prime Minister of England. 
his words— 


These were! They had appealed to the represen- 


| tatives of the Government in Ireland 


“Tae Irish people are entitled to a better | 


ani a different form of Government, a Govern- 
ment springing from and controlled by the 
people themselves,” 


Let the right hon. Gentleman adopt | 
those words in their entirety and the | 
question would be solved ; Ireland would | 
be happy and prosperous; they would | 


cease to bother themselves about the 
many failings and shortcomings of the 
Government. 


They would in their own | 


land mind their own business, for it was | 


only the paternal hand of a_ paternal | 


Government deriving its power from a 
Legislature on Irish soil that would need 


no force to win respect and obedience | 


to its every wish. He begged to move. 


*Mr. J. P. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green) said he seconded the Motion | 


because he happened to be one of the 
Members of the municipa authority 
which represented the citizens of Dublin 


and who had yearly to levy a rate) 


for this heavy impost. 


no question that it was creating great | 


annoyance and it was considered a hard- | 


ship that the members of the Dublin 


There was | 


Corporation should be compelled to levy | 


a rite of 8d. in the £ for the upkeep of 
the police. He did not intend to say a 
word against the police as a body. 
were as fine a body of men as any in the 
Empire. They were, however, under the 


They | 


control of Dublin Castle and had to do as | 


Dublin Castle ordered. 
from the hon. Member for Meath that it 
was not expected of the police to preserve 
the city from crime but rather to make 
crime. The circular the hon. Member 
referred to was only a corollary of one 
issued some time ago, wherein a sergeant 
of a particular division insisted that at 


They had heard | 


least five cases per month should be) 


brought in by every policeman in the 
district. Such a thing could not have 
taken place in this country. It would 


not be tolerated for twenty-four hours in 


England that they should pay for the 
upkeep of the police, and have no voice 
in the control of that body. Year after 
year this question came up before the 


corporation, and they were asked by 


several coiporators not to levy this tax. 


They had done everything they coald 


Mr. Patrick White. 


and had received honeyed words 01 
every occasion. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for Dover admitted in 1902 that 
this tax was excessive, and expressed 
sympathy with them when they protested, 
and there the matter ended, and the tax 
went on as before. Was it the intention 
of th» House to compel the Dublin 
Corporation to take the matter into its 
own hands and refuse to levy this unjust 
tax! The hon. Member for Meath had 
pointed out what was paid in England 
and Scotland for the upkeep of the police. 
Was it expected that the citizens of 
Dublin would stand idly by and let this 
go on much longer? He was not one of 


| those who had taken any extreme side 


| with reference to this question in the past. 


But when it came before the Corporation 
on the last occasion it was proposed that 
the levy should not be made. He did not 
support that proposition, but supported 
a proposition that they should make the 
levy and hold the money. The matter 
came up again last year, and wise counsel; 
again prevailed and the levy was made. 
He recognised that the police had to be 
maintained, but contended that they 
should be maintained at a reasonable cost. 
The question must come up again, and 
unless they had some promise from the 
right hon. Gentleman that something 
would be done to put Dublin on an 
equality with such big towns as Man: 
chester, Bradford, Liverpool, and Glasgow, 
he could not answer for what course 
would be taken by the Dublin Corporation 
next year. It was a serious question, 
but one which had to be faced. He did 
not wish to put obstacles in the way of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and did not like to 
bring the question forward now because 
he knew it was a legacy from the right hon. 
Gentleman’s predecessors. In 1856 the 
valuation of the city was £510,569 I1s., 
and the tax was 8d. in the £ for the up- 
keep of the police; the valuation in 1902 
was £871,119, and although the police 
force was numerically the same as in 1856, 
the same charge of 8d. in the £ was levied 
on the increased valuation. Dublin was 
not standing still. Its valuation was 
increasing, but for every £ of increase 
an additional 8d. was levied for the cost 
of the police. Would the right hon. 
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Gentleman look into that matter and 
explain how that came about? When the 
tax was first imposed fifty years ago it was 
not to exceed 8d. in the £, but the maxi- 
mum had always been maintained, 
although the valuation had increased and 
the police force had not. That was a most 
extraordinary thing. When he heard of 
8s. 24d. for the upkeep of the police in 
Dublin he asked himself whether this 
money could not be put to better uses 
for which money was urgently required, 
for the housing of the people and so forth, 
rather than on an ornamental force, 
because it was admitted that crime dil 
not exist in the city. His hon. friend had 
already called attention to what was paid 
in England as contrasted with Ireland. 
In Dublin they paid 8s. 23d., whereas in a 
place like Manchester they paid only 
4s, 3d., and in Birmingham 3s. 14d. 
Surely there must be something wrong 
if the City of Dublin was called upon to 
pay 8s. 24d. In Dublin the strength of 
the police was 1,172, or one policeman 
to every 330 of the population. In 
Glasgow the strength of the police was 
1,379, or one policeman to every 551 of 
the population. In Birmingham the 
strength of the police was 1,820 for a 
population of 522,182, or one policeman 
to each 636 of the population. Surely, 
it was hardly necessary to argue the 
matter further. Was Dublin more turbu- 
lent, was crime greater there, that they 
should be compelled to have one police- 
man for every 330 of the population? It 
was an outrage on the city; it was a 
crime to impose such a charge on a city 
which wanted development, and where 
the unfortunate poor had to pay a charge 
which rightly should only be something 
like 4d. in the pound. The difference 
between that charge and the amount 
actually paid represented something like 
£15,000, a sum which could be better 
spent in the upkeep of the city. He 
hoped and trusted that they would not 
receive purely empty promises, but 
that the matter would be seriously con- 
silered and something done. It had been 
stated that the whole sum for the upkeep 
of the police was £150,000, but, as had 
been pointed out, if they wanted an 
Imperial force by all means let them pay 
for it. What they objected to was 
the imposition of this charge on Dublin. 
In SDalkey, which might be con- 
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sidered on the borders of Dublin, and 
where there were suburban residences, 
they had a population of 3,396, and 
there were twenty-seven police to keep 
them in order. Then in Lerwick with a 
population of 4,500 the number of 
police to keep that population in order 
was three. He certainly thought that 
any honest man—and there were honest 
Englishmen on both sides of the 
house—would be prepared to do justice 
to Ireland and to Dublin. Something 
must be done to relieve that city of this 
terrible tax. He spoke as a member of 
the Dublin Corporation. He had en- 
deavoured in a humble way to persuade 
his colleagues to see that the tax was 
levied, and he had promised that the 
question should be brought before the 
House. He had come from a sick bed 
to redeem his pledge, and he appealed to 
the fairplay of Englishmen to do 
justice by seeing that justice was done 
in regard to this tax, which was protested 
against by every section of the community 
—Protestants and Catholics, Unionists 
and Nationalists—who all said that it 
was a scandal which should not exist, 
and he hoped the Government would see 
their way to do something to relieve 
them from it. 


Supply. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £36,885, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(JMr. 
Patrick White.) 


*Mr. MCKEAN (Monaghan, S.) said 
the figures which had been quoted by 
his hon. friends were irrefutable, and 
everyone who had listened to the speeches 
they had made must have come to the 
conclusion that they had disclosed a 
scandal of the first magnitude, and one 
which required redress at the very 
earliest opportunity. There was another 
and very important aspect of this ques- 
tion. If the police force of Dublin 
were reduced to its proper proportions 
to-morrow, the question would be still 
unsolved in many ways, because the 
whole spirit of the system was vicious 
androtten. Why? Because the system 
on which the Dublin Metropolitan police 
were controlled and administered was 
one that was contrary to everything 
that was natural. The policeman in 
Ireland was no} more than an official 
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As a rule he degenerated into 
a uniformed loafer. The police them- 
selves were not to be blamed for 
this; it was the spirit of the system ; 
the cold, hard, official system was 
the cause. His theory was that a 
policeman should be not only an officer 
engaged inthe detection and prevention 
of crime, but should be a sort of little 
parish providence, looking after wastrels, 
and trying in his own way, and so far as 
the conditions and limitations of his 
oflice permitted him, to rescue these 
unfortunate people. His right hon. friend 
had referred to the case of Lerwick ; 
let him also refer to that case in another 
connection. He found that in Lerwick 
a policeman was engaged in various 
duties in addition to his ordinary duties. 
He was engaged, for instance, under the 
Sanitary Acts, and the Food and Drugs 
Acts, and he looked after the fishing 
vessels, etc. In the same column of 
the Return from which he was reading, 
he found that those duties, in regard 
to the police in Ireland, were marked nil. 
They had no extra duties. No; the Dublin 
policeman stood at the corner, very 
near a public-house, a vast mountain 
of bones and flesh, doing absolutely 
nothing of value for the inflated salary 
that he was paid. That was typical of 
English methods of administration in 
Ireland—the maximum of expenditure 
with the minimum of result. They 
wanted this state of things ended, and 
ended at the earliest possible moment. 
The Dublin police were singularly in- 
telligent, and, so far as their conditions 
allowed, a very reputable body of men. 
Personally he had not one word to say 
against the Dublin policemen; but 
he did say that the present system only 
‘asulted in defrauding the public, while 
}t demoralised and degraded the police- 
men. There were in which the 
Wublin pelice might be employed. They 
could, he would suggest, assist in the 
administration of compulsory education 
by helping the attendance inspectors 
to get the children to school. Did they 
do that? Oh, no: in the place where 
he lived the attendance inspector got 
no sort of assistance from the police, 


Wavs 


who were too lordly to give it. Why ? 
Because they were not under local 
control. The whole system was useless, 


owing to the centralised and bureaucratic 
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methods of the Government. Until they 
pulled down this centralised system 
in Ireland, and until they put the police 
under the local control of the people’s 
representatives, they would never rectify 
its existing defects and evils. The police 
could be usefully employed in aiding 
charitable associations, because they had 
knowledge of the slums of Dublin, and 
knew the men who were out of employ- 
ment and who were deserving of assist- 
ance. But the Dublin police would not 
condescend to that sort of thing, whereas, 
in fact, these various employments of 
their time should form part of their 
essential duties. It was a well-known 
fact, and it was very frequently the 
subject of comic illustrations, that the 
Dublin policeman was always con- 
spicuous by his absence when there was a 
and, when heads were broken, 
eves blackened, and bleeding, 
the policeman turned up and settled the 
whole affair. 


S , 
DUNN , 
an 


row 3 
noses 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
That does not happen in Dublin. 


*Mr. McKEAN said perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman’s information was better than 
his, but he had himself, in Dublin, 
looked out for the policeman to see if 
he would come and separate the com- 
batants. No; he came just after the 
whole thing was over, and, like — the 
deus ex machina, he appeared and settled 
everything. In London, the police, he 
believed, did give value for their salaries, 
Anybody passing through the main 
thoroughfares of London could witness 
the hard work which the policeman did 
in controlling the traffic. There was 

ce ee: 
one place in England, and one officer in 
England, whichp lace and which officer 
presented to his mind a valuable object 
lesson in what a police force could be 
made to do, and the magnificent work 
which could be got out of it. If the 
Committe would permit him, he would like 
to quote some passages from an article 
written by Mr. W. B. Gentle, the head 
of the Brighton police. He said— 

“The police can also encourage and protect 
poor children who are suffering from exposure 
from leading the lives their fathers have been 
forced to lead before them. For example, per- 
haps a father goes home at night and finds 
six or seven children hungry and asking for 
tood, and badly clothed. He has no food} to 
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give them, and goes out feeling that he will, committed other crimes, and afterwards 
get something to eat in some way. During his brought innocent men into the Court 


weary search for work temptation suddenly 
presents itself—he steals some food for his 
starving children and is arrested. 
kind of crime in Brighton that I am en- 
deavouring to prevent. My plan is this with 
the Children’s Clothing Fund: A policeman 
sees a child badly clothed; he inquires about 
the father’s surroundings and circumstances, 
and eventually with my approval the family 
is provided with clothes and food, and employ- 
ment is found for the father. 


crime in its initial stage.” 


He thought the policemen in Ireland 
would be much better employed upon 
a plan of that sort than in spying after 
Irish Members of Parliament and other 
unfortunate people of that sort. 
Brighton chief constable went on to 
say— 

“ This would have an excellent moral influence 
on the police just as much as on the poor; it 


It is that | 


puts the police in better touch with the public, | 


policemen’s intelligence 
and powers of observation. This scheme will 
be gradually developed and extended. Every 
time the subject is discussed and made known 
some further benefit to the public generally 
discloses itself, and in whatever police force 
this plan has been tried it has succeeded. This 
fund in Brighton is entirely under my own 
personal jurisdiction, assisted by a committee 
of local ladies and gentlemen. The policeman 
always has cards with him with details in each 
case—name, address, number in family, father 
in employment or not, if in employment where, 
and how long in present situation, furniture 
of house and various other particulars. He 
then reports to the superintendent; the 
superintendent inquires still more closely and 
recommends what is best for each member of 
the family. The superintendent then reports 
tome. If the father is out of work every effort 
is made to find him employment; the mother is 
requested to bring the children to an arch on 
the beach, which is used as a wardrobe every 
Saturday.” 


and cultivates the 


He had quoted at some length from this 
article, because he considered it ought 
to be a sort of gospel for policemen and 
officers and even for Ministers who were 
ultimately responsible. He thought the 
whole police system of Ireland was 
wrong, vicious, and demoralising, and the 
same vice ran through the whole crimi- 
naleode. The Irish Criminal Code, instead 
of preventing crime, created and put a 
premium upon crime. In Ireland the sys- 
tem bribed the policemen to manufacture 
crime. He could never forget the con- 
vincing story told by the Leader of the 
Irish Party of how the Irish police muti- 
lated cattle, sent threatening letters and 


| 


That obviates | 
the necessity for that man to steal and prevents | 


|clear out. 
The | 


and accused them of those crimes and 
suborned false witnesses. That was 
only part and parcel of the abominable 
system which England maintained and 
perpetuated in Ireland. He hoped that 
on this occasion the Chief Secretary 
would not treat them to the usual ex- 
planations which in the past had been 
given from the Treasury Bench. What 
they wanted in Ireland was a man who 
would reform the whole rotten system, 
root and branch, and the man who tried 
to butter up the present system had 
better pack up his portmanteau and 
The police tax as adminis- 
tered at the present time in Dublin was 
really illegal. The Act of Vic. 1, ce. 25, 
did not justify the levy which was made. 
There was a surplus every year hidden 
away, and nobody knew how it was 
appropriated. How was that £50,000 
a year, of which no record was given, 
spent ? What was done with it ? There 
were secret methods and they wanted 
to get to the bottom of the secrecy. 
‘The only effective remedy would be to 
localise and decentralise the system and 
place the police under the control of 
municipal authorities and county councils, 
who would see that they extracted some 
value out of the police instead of allow- 
ing them to lounge about the whole day 
doing nothing. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
aid he felt sure that before the debate 
came to a close they would have a speech 
from the Leader of the Irish Unionist 
Party, because this was a matter which 
affected his constituency very consider- 
ably ; andif he would refer to the Dublin 
newspapers of yesterday he would find 
that strong resolutions were adopted in 
many of the urban district councils of 
South Dublin calling upon the Govern- 
ment to inquire into the present position 
of the police and bring relief to the rate- 
payers. He had in his hand a resolution 
adopted by the Blackrock, the Rath- 
mines, and the Dalkey District Councils, 
which were composed of Unionists and 
Nationalists, a fact which would go to 
prove that in this matter there was con- 
siderable unanimity in Ireland. This 
was a matter which affected not merely 
Nationalists but the ratepayers at large 
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they were treated in an entirely diff rent 


inquire into the matter and to lose no | way from the citizens of the United King- 


time in giving some relief to the people. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland was lear:- 
ing probably for the first time the position 
which the Dublin Police Force occupied, 
and he should take particular note 
of the fact that the question was 
entirely separate and distinct from the 
general question of the policing of Ireland. 
The Constabulary in Ireland were on a 
totally different footing, and the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police occupied a different 
position as well. He might say on 
behalf of all the Irish Members, or at 
any rate on behalf of those who had 


come into contact with the Metropolitan | 


Police,that against that force there was no 
sort of objection whatever. As far as he 
knew and as far as his experience went, 
the police force in Dublin did the work 
required of them as efficiently as the 
police of London or any other great city 
in the world. It was not against the 
police individually or collectively that 
any objection was taken, because, as the 
Lord Mayor of Dublin had just declared, 
the force was composed of intelligent and 


respectable men who were anxious to do | for 


The | 


their duty by their fellow-citizens. 
objection was that the force was entirely 
outside the control of the people. The 
representatives of the people on the | 


Municipal Council of Dublin had no | 


control over the police force, although 
they were compelled to levy an extremely 
heavy rate for upkeep. Sometimes they | 
were told that the Irish representatives 
made unreasonable requests and exagger- | 
ated the disabilities from which the Irish 
people suffered. He would ask any English 
or Scottish Member if he could conceive 
a similar state of affairs in reference 
to the police existing in any other part of 
the United Kingdom. Here was a great 
city governed by a municipal council 
freely elected by the citizens, and yet the 
representatives of those citizens were 
denied absolutely any voice whatever in 
the control of the force which was to keep 
order in the city, and to see that the life 
of the people was carried on under 
ordinary civilised conditions. In England 
or Scotland such a state of affairs would 
not be permitted for a single moment. 
He asked the Chief Secretary to realise 
what was the cause of a great ‘deal of the 
discontent of the people. It was that 


Mr. William Redmond. 


dom or of any other prrt of the 
Empire. Why in the name of good- 
ness should not the citizens of Dublin 
through their representatives be as well 
entitled to control, manage, and regulate 
everything in connection with the police 
force as the citizens of any Scottish, Eng- 
| lish, or Welsh town ? They were generally 
told that the Irish people had really 
‘nothing to complain of. Hon. Gentle- 
/ man above the gangway would probably 
oppose this Motion on the ground that the 
Nationalist representatives were exaggerat- 
ing, and that Irishmen were in as 
good a position in this matter, and in 
-every other matter, as Englishmen and 
Scotsmen. He would point out to the 
Chief Secretary that in this particular 
case the circumstances were entirely 
different from those prevailing in England 


| 


| and Scotland. As a matter of fact 
the citizens of Dublin were treated 
as if they were entirely unworthy 


of having any responsibility whatever 
cast upon them, and as if they lacked 
| the ability and the intelligence necessary 
the ordinary work of _ policing 
their own city. The levy made was 
' the maximum and far in excess of what 
/was necessary, and he asked the right 
‘hon. Gentleman whether it was not possi- 
ble without any unnecessary delay what- 
give relief to the 
and county of 


| ever to alter this and to 
ratepayers of the city 
Dublin. As the Lord | Mayor had jus} 
| dec ‘lared, if some action was not 
| taken in this matter by the Government, 
and if the grievance was not recognised, 
undoubtedly the day would come when 
the whole case would be complicated and 
rendered infinitely more difficult by the 
action which would be taken by the re- 
presentatives of the city in the municipal 
council, who would probably strike 
against the payment of this tax or the 
paying of it over to the Government at 
all. He asked the Chiei Secretary in the 
new spirit which they all believed was 
abroad with reference to Irish affairs, to 
obviate any difficulty of that kind and to 
make a statement which would clearly 
show to the citizens of Dublin that there 
would be no necessity for their representa- 





| 





tives taking any strong course in the 
matter, that the grievance was recognised 
by the Government, and that a remedy 
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would be applied without any loss of time. 
He would not go into the question of the 
strength of the force in Dublin, as that had 
already been dealt with by his hon. friends 
Certainly when they found that there was 
really less crime of any sort in proportion 
to the population than in any other city 
in the whole Empire—indeed in the whole 
civilised world—and when they found at 
the same time that the cost of the police 
force was infinitely higher in Dublin, he 
thought every reasonable person must 
come to the conclusion that something 
wis radically wrong, and that there 
wis urgent need for some change. 
With regard to the state of the city of 
Dublin, of ordinary dangerous vicious 
crime there was an almost entire absence. 
Any small disturbances that there might 
be from time to time in the city of Dublin 
arose perhaps from excess—not so much 
compared with other cities—in the 
matter of drink, but leaving that on one 
side there was an almost entire absence 
of serious crime. There was no real 
criminal class, and on the occasion of the 
Horse S iow, and at other times when large 
numbers of people congregated. they 
found that in the cases of pocket-picking 
and other charges of that kind which 
came before the police court, the persons 
arrested almost invariably came over 
specially for the occasion either from 
Scotland or England. He did not wish 
in the slightest degree to blame hon. 
Members from England or Scotland 
on this point, but he thought it was 
only fair to say that the conditions wete 
as he had described. They had a police 
force far greater than was necessary, 
costing more than any police force in any 
centre in the world. Tue people of 
Dublin and of Ireland generally were 
as much alive to the necessity of an 
adequate police force as the people of any 
other country in the world. They knew 
that no great centre of population could 
continue to exist without an adequate 
force of police. They did not ask for 
the total abolition of the police force, 
but that they should not have more 
than was necessary and that great 
cost should not be imposed upon them. 
The root of the whole matter was to be 
found in the denial of the right of the 
citizens to manage this affair for them- 
selves. If they were given that right, 
he was sure they would exercise it with 
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the greatest possible judiciousness and 
economy, and at the same time with 
efficiency, because it was the interest of 
the whole of the citizens to have efficiency. 
He asked the Chief Secretary to recognise 
that a genuine case had been made out by 
the chief magistrate of the city of Dublin 
and other representatives of Ireland, and 
to give them some assurance which would 
convince the citizens of Dublin that there 
would be no need to go to extremes in 
the matter, but that at the earliest stage 
the police force would be put under the 
control of the representatives of the 
people, and that in the meantime this 
altogether unjust and unnecessary bur- 
den of taxation would be removed from 
the shoulders of the people. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birrett, Bristol, N.) said 
this was a very thorny and _ difficult 
question and had been presented with 
great force. He was very glad to hear 
the speech of the Lord Mayor of Dublin. 
It was rather difficult for a Chief 
Secretary to deal with a matter of this 
kind. He had been told by previous 
speakers that honeyed words or empty 
promises were not wanted. What was 
wanted apparently was “a still strong 
man in a blatant land,” who with one 
sweep of his hand would get rid of this 
bad system. He was not much of a 
believer in the “ still strong man in the 
blatant land,” for such a man was very 
apt to be a blatant man in a still strong 
land. He rather agreed with those who 
thought that this was a matter which 
would have to be eventually controlled 
and worked out by the people of the 
city of Dublin themselves. Theré were 
one or two things to which the attention 
of the Committee ought to be: called. 
There was no doubt that the Dublin 
ratepayer did pay a very high police 
rate, namely, 8d. in the £1. That was 
larger than the rate paid in London, 
which was 5d. in the £1. Not only was 
it a fact that the rate was unusually high, 
but the ratepayer had no control. It was 
only fair, however, to point out that in so 
far as having no control over the police 
was concerned, the Dublin ratepayer 
shared that disadvantage with the London 
ratepayer. ‘lhe people of the metropolis 
of London had no control over their 
police, and that had always been supposed 
to be due to the metropolitan character of 
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London. He thought it must be admitted 


that Dublin was a metropolis also, and 
that consequently that city was entitled 
to have a large contribution from the 
Imperial Exchequer for the purpose of 
maintaining its police. The maximum 
rate allowed by the London Police Act 
was ninepence for London, but the rate 
was relieved by a grant equal to four- 
pence in the £1 out of the Local Taxation 
Account. The police rate was thus five- 
pence in the £1. The total cost of the 
London Police was roughly £2,200,000, 
and of this £1,000,000 was raised from 
the police rate and the balance was 
derived from the Local Taxation Account, 
and from local revenue, tines, carriage 
licences, and the like. In London, there- 
fore, the cost was borne practically an 
equal proportions between the ratepayers 
and Imperial sources, and the whole con- 
trol of the police was vested in the 
Imperial Parliament. In Dublin the 
Police Rate was eightpence in the £1 ; 
that was a very large rate, but it was 
only one third of the actual cost of the 
police. The actual cost was something 
like £150,000. The other two-thirds of 
the cost were derived from the Exchequer. 
As to the question whether Dublin was or 
was not over-policed, he would hesitate 
to express an opinion on his own know- 
ledge ona subject of that kind, but he 
was disposed to think that Dublin was 
over-policed. He thought there was a 
larger body of police than was necessary 
to maintain peace and order in that 
great city. He was glad to notice that 
everybody who had spoken had paid a 
high tribute to the general character and 
intelligence of the police in Dublin. Of 
course the police generally were subject 
to a great deal of criticism in these days, 
and he was quite ready to admit that 
the police would always be open to 
criticism. Gentlemen from Ireland must 
not suppose that they had a monopoly of 
criticism in that respect. It was regret- 
table that the London police had been 
made a matter of criticism, and it could 
he said that they were not entirely free 
from criticism. He was glad that in the 
view of hon. Gentlemen from Ireland the 
police of Ireland were an intelligent and 
nimble body of men. He was sorry that 
reference had been made to a very 
unfortunate expression used by a super- 
intendent about ‘making cases.” It 
was a sinister kind of expression, and he 


was glad it had attracted criticism, and | 


Mr. Birrell. 
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had been the subject of attack. He did 
not think it necessary that on an incident 
of that sort any general imputation 
should be cast upon the police. Barristers 
talking about cases, and doctors talking 
about patients used such jargon of 
expression which, if it became known 
among the uninitiated, would give rise to 
a good deal of gloomy thoughts. Surely 
it was not to be supposed that the 
expression in question was to be taken 
in its literal sense as expressing the 
general habit of the police in manu- 
facturing cases in order to show their 
activity. ‘his temptation was one to 
which every policeman and professional 
man was subject, and so far as he 
resisted it he was entitled to praise, 
and so far as he fell a victim to it 
he should be most seriously blamed. 
The expression had received grave atten- 
tion at headquarters, and had been con- 
demned by everybody responsible for the 
police. Everybody responsible for the 
police, who knew his duty would be alive 
to the temptation which existed in any 
body of men to exceed their duties, and to 
exhibit their zeal in an unnecessary and 
improper manner. The police of Dublin 
were quite as capable of resisting that 
temptation as any body of police in any 
part of the kingdom. Dublin was 
treated as a metropolis. Its police were 
not subject to local control any more than 
the police in London, and the contribu- 
tion of the Treasury to their maintenance 
was larger than that in any other part of 
the United Kingdom. He agreed that 
itewas the duty of the Corporation of 
Dublin to make representations with 
reference to the size of the force, and 
anything the Government could do safely 
and wisely—and he was disposed to think 
they could do something in that direction 
—to reduce the Dublin police force, 
should be undertaken ; and it would be 
a desirable thing if the Treasury could 
see their way to make their grant to- 
wards the maintenance of the police force 
a fixed sum, so that the ratepayers of 
Dublin, who for many years past had 
been paying this maximum rate of &d., 
should have the benefit of any economies 
that could be effected by means of the 
reduction of the force. That was the 
only way where any reform lay in the 
reduction of the force. Of course, the 
the number of the police was a question 
in which the corporation had no voice, 
but any representations they could make 
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to the Government showing that in any 
respect the force could be safely reduced 
in size, or that the expenses could 
properly be reduced, would certainly 
receive the earnest consideration of the | 
Irish Government. So far as_ the 
Treasury was concerned, his view was 
that they should be approached with a/| 
view to fixing the amount of their grant. | 





| 
Mr. J. P. NANNETTI asked if the | 
Government would assist the Corporation | 
of Dublin in finding out in what propor- | 
tion this money was paid away. What | 
was wanted was information to show in | 
what way reductions could be made con- 
sistent with the maintenance of order. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that the request 
of the hon. Gentleman was absolutely 
reisonable, for no general conclusion 
could be arrived at as to how the! 
reduction of such a force of men| 
could be effected without a complete 
knowledge of all the circumstances. 


Mr. KETTLE (Tyrone, E.) said that 
this was a question relating to the 
(rovernment of Ireland, and he thought 
he would carry with him the sympathy 
of his colleagues when he said that they | 
recognised the difficulty of the problem | 
with which the Chief Secretary was | 
confronted. He did not think that | 
any weight could be given to the com- | 
parison between the police force of the | 
city of London and that of the city of | 
Dublin. London was an international | 
metropolis, it was a city apart. Dublin | 
was a national capital. London had to | 
deal with its own problem, just as 
Dublin had to deal with its. As to the 
Imperial grant-in-aid for the maintenance 
of the police, it must be borne in mind 
that it flowed first into the Exchequer 
from the taxpayers of Ireland. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to remember 
that, when he came with a new spirit to 
the administration of the government 
of Ireland. Something had been said as 
to the history and character of the police 
force in Dublin. It was constituted in 
its present form in 1846, and its whole 
history since tended to show, not only 
that it was an Imperial and not a muni. 
cipal concern, but that it was also really 
a branch of the Military Department, 
and ought properly to be placed on the 
Army Estimates. He did not think it 
was insignificant to note in this con- 
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nection that the present head of the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police and the 
chief inspector were retired soldiers. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
himself had reason to feel uncomfort- 
able in regard to his conduct of this 
extraordinary force, and that from his 
own point of view, as well as from that of 
Nationalist Members, he ought to see that 
something was done to put the matter on 
a better basis. As he had said there was 
no comparison between the city of London 
and a city like Dublin, and any attempt 
to make one must necessarily be fallacious. 
He would, therefore, for the purpose 
of comparison, take the case of the 
city of Sheffield and compare it with 
that of Dublin. He had the figures 
prepared by the Corporation of Dublin 
to support the protest which they were 
now making and had made for many 
years past, against this indefensible system. 
[he population of Dublin was, roughly 


| speaking, 390,000, and the population of 
| Shettield was 480,000, so that there were 


more people in Sheffield than in Dublin. 
For the purposes of comparison, however, 
the numbers might be taken as being 
about the same. He did not think 
that any Member of the House would 
maintain that Sheffield was a more peace- 
able and law-abiding city than the city 
of Dublin ; yet for Dublin the cost of the 
police was, at the lowest estimate, between 
£120,000 and £140,000, while in Sheffield 
it was between £55,000 and £60,000. 
The cost of the police in Dublin, however, 
was understated by his hon. friend the 
Member for North Meath, who said 
the total cost for the present year 
was £151,440; but, as a matter of fact, his 
hon. friend had omitted to include an item 
of £14,000, and the cost of the police force 
including the sum received from local con- 
tributions and grants in aid amounted 
to practically £170,000. Therefore, it 
worked out in this way: the cost of the 
police force in Sheffield being between 
£55,000 and £60,000, that amount was 
about one third of what it cost to main- 
tain the police establishment in Dublin. 
Let him put the case in another way, and 
say that, if the Imperial contributions to 
the Dublin police force were swept away, 
they would find that the local contribu- 
tions to it were equal to, if not in excess 
of, the cost of the police of the city of 
Shettield. Then again, let the Committee 
consider the question of the source from 
which the local revenue of the Dublin 
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police came. It was derived from a 
statutory tax not imposed by the Dublin 
Corporation in dealing with the interests 
of the citizens, but imposed by statute to 
the extent of eightpence in the pound 
upon the valuation. In spite of the many 
reverses with which they had to deal 
Dublin did not stand still but progressed ; 
but, however much Dublin progressed 
from the point of view of valuation, the 
police force remained fixed at the same 
number, while the sum available for them 
was, by the increase of the valuation, very 
largely added to. He should say that 
within the last fifty years the valuation 
of Dublin, although he had not the precise 
figure, had risen by at least £300,000, 
and upon every single pound of that sum 
the citizens had been paying eightpence 
for the upkeep of the police. He did not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
had caught the full significance of the 
figures which had been brought to his 
attention by his right hon. friend the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin. On the previous day, at 
a meeting of the Blackrock Urban District 
Council, the district of Blackrock being 
involved in this expenditure for the 
Dublin police, it had been said that the 
Council had written to the officials, not to 
protest against the tax, not to make any 
objection to it, but simply to ask for 
some explanation as to the principle upon 
which the local contribution of £54,000 
was demanded and spent. As he was 
informed, the responsible officials of the 
Irish Government wrote back declining to 
give one single figure. He thought he 
was justified in interpreting the previous 
observations of the Chief Secretary to 
mean that he would give an undertaking 
that the officials of Dublin Castle should 
not in future be permitted to return a 
reply of that character to the represen- 
tatives of so important a district as Black- 
rock, As he had said, the amount raised 
by local taxation was derived from this 
statutory and unchangeable rate of 
eightpence in the pound on the valuation, 
and it appeared to be as immutable as 
the laws of the Medes and Persians 
which altered not. He found from last 
year’s report of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police that they received money from 
other sources than those he had mentioned. 
It was a very small income, it was true ; 
still it was an income. For instance, it 
was reported that two sovereigns were 
received by drivers of hackney carriages 
in mistake for silver coins, and no less a 


Mr. Kettle. 
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sum than £8 1s. 5d. was found in hack- 
ney carriages and surrendered to the 
police. So far as he knew, the police, 
with their characteristic habit of clinging 
to money, had not surrendered these 
amounts to anybody else. If the Com- 
mittee would do a very simple sum they 
would find that the average salary of the 
Dublin police worked out at £120 to 
£125 a year, a salary which was hand- 
some compared with that received by 
persons in other branches of the Govern- 
ment service—men who had to pass 
a stiff examination, such as principals 
of national schools. Again, if the 
Estimates were looked over, the Com- 
mittee would find that the Vote for 
the maintenance of the force was not 
only to maintain the actual and active 
force, but a great part of it was devoted 
to retired members of the force. Thus, 
they had two Commissioners on the 
active list and two Commissioners on the 
retired list; there were seven superin- 
tendents on the active list and nine on 
the retired list ; there were twenty-four 
inspectors on the active list and forty- 
three on the retired list; so that 
there were more superintendents and 
inspectors on the retired than on the 
active list. Ifthe ages of the retirement 
of these people were looked into it would 
be found that the average age of retire- 
ment was fifty-three, and sometimes they 
retired on a salary of nearly £300—to be 
exact, £266 13s. 4d. Retiring at that 
age, and with such an income, there was 
nothing to prevent these men reading for 
a professorial chair. So far as he knew, 
the large number of police in the streets 
of Dublin was to restrain and suppress 
the riot and disorder created by the stu- 
dents of Trinity College, Dublin. That 
was the only justification he could see for 
the maintenance of this force. He hoped, 
however, a new spirit was penetrating 
every department of life in Ireland, and 
he trusted that even the students would 
put off the old Adam and make it possible 
to have a smaller police force. | Another 
question to which he wished to call 
attention was the allowances made to 
the police force in addition to their 
full salary. This referred to the 
men in the G Division, humorously 
described as the detective division. These 
allowances were, in his opinion, excessive. 
In conclusion he would recapitulate the 
points which he had raised. The most 
significant one was that this force was 
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entirely removed from the control of the | tion of the Vote by £100 in order to 
citizens of Dublin, and they did not know | 


whose control it was under or who was 
responsible for it. Secondly, if the cost 
was compared with that of a city which was 


| 


not less criminal, say Sheffield, they found | 


that the latter was a third or a quarter of 
the cost of the Dublin police. Some 
remarks had been made about the conduct 
and personnel of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police Force, and to a large extent he 
agreed with those remarks. These men 
were the victims rather than the creatures 
of this evil system, and he thought the 
Dublia police very respectable and, when 
they went into the witness-box, very sober 
citizens. What he complained of was the 
system under which the members of the 
force became intimidated or demoralised. 
Let the Committee take, for instance, a 
circular which had been issued by the 
officials, he had no doubt with a sinister 
motive, calling for a Return of the number 
of members of the force who had not 
during the preceding three months made 
five arrests... The significance of that 
circular was that any policeman who 
failed to make or to manufacture at 
least five charges in three months was in 
disgrace. If that was not what the cir- 
cular meant he did not know what it did 
mean. The fact was the police of the 
city of Dublin were merely ornamental 
and, for practical purposes, useless, ‘This, 
with other abuses, must be swept away, 
and the principle should be laid down 
that the people of Ireland should be 
trusted and not distrusted. The military 
character of the force should be eliminated, 
aiid the police placed under the control 
of the Lord Mayor and the Corporation 
of the City of Dublin. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(Ass II. 


its employees. 


call attention to the conduct of the 
Board of Works in regard to several 
matters. First of all, he had to com- 
plain of the constitution of the board ; 
secondly, of its inefficiency ; and, thirdly, 
of the way in which it dealt with 
The board consisted of 
three members, the chairman receiving a 


salary of £1,500 a year, and the two 


| year. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- | 


posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£24,568, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 


the Charge which will come in course of | ; 
| arterial 


payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1908, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of Public 
Works in Ireland.” 

*Mr. DELANY 


(Queen’s County, 


| servation of ancient 


Ossory) said he rose to move the reduc- | 


Commissioners £1,200 each, while the 
secretary also received a substantial salary. 
He did not know that these gentlemen 
had any special qualifications for the 
posts they held, and he hoped the Govern- 
ment would inform them what their 
qualifications were. He did not know of 
any qualifications being possessed by the 
chairman except that he happened to be 
the brother of the Treasury Remem- 
brancer, while another member of the 
board was an importation from this 
country who had been “dumped down ” 
in Dublin, and no doubt left his country 
for his country’s good. The qualifica- 
tion of one of the Commissioners was 
that he happened to be private secretary 
tothe right hon. Member for Dover when 
he was Chief Secretary for Ireland. Of 
course he knew it was the privilege of 
private secretaries of Ministers to be 
placed in fat positions in Ireland, but he 
objected to it. The Board of Works was 
a purely nominated body, non-Irish in its 
sympathies, wholly irresponsible, and be- 
yond the control of the Irish Government. 
There was positively no body in Ireland 
that could call the Board of Works to 
account. The Chief Secretary himself 
had no control over it, nor had any other 
Irish authority, and the board was 


represented in the House by a junior 


member of the Government, who declined 
to answer Questions on this or any other 
subject. The Estimates provided for 
this extraordinary board a sum _ of 
£40,568, an increase of £630 over last 
Duties had been entrusted to this 
body of the most important and _far- 
reaching character, including the mainten- 
ance and erection of piers and harbours, 
Government buildings, and other public 
works, the care of public parks, 
drainage, the administration 
of the Labourers Acts, and the pre- 
monuments. The 
fishing industry was of far-reaching 
importance to Ireland, but it was lan- 
guishing, and those engaged in it were 
half starved and carried their lives in 
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their hands while getting in and out 
of harbour. Those who visited Clew Bay 
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would see that Mulranny Pier could be | 


approached neither from the land nor from 
the sea by the fishermen; and the same 
sort of thing might be seen all round the 
coast of Ireland, north, south, east, and 
west. The harbours and piers were 
standing monuments of the blundering 
incapacity of the Board of Works. He 
had mentioned Mulranny Pier, but they 
had only to go to Arklow, Wicklow, and 
Greystones, and all round the coast, to 
see the evidence of failure on the part 
of the Board of Works. Arklow and 
the harbours he had mentioned were silt- 
ing up. No vessel of any size could 
enter or leave them except at certain 
states of the tide, and then only with 
great risk. The piers were crumbling 
into the sea; and all this was through 
the pig-headed attitude of the Board of 
Works. Money had been laid out on 
those harbours, but without reference to 
local opinion. It was this disregard of 
local opinion in reference to local wants 
whiwh made the people of Ireland despair. 
The Department consulted experts, made 
measurements, and obtained estimates 
and plans, but it omitted to do the 
one thing essential, and that was to 
consult the local fishermen, who were 
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interests of Barrow drainage were being 
discussed, as a reason for not carrying 
out the Barrow works. He did not 
want to see the Battle of the Boyne 
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fought over again between the Bann and 


acquainted with every turn of the tide, | 


and knew where they wanted protec- 


tion and where a pier ought to be| 


erected. Then with regard to the ques- 
tion of arterial drainage. There had 
been a report of the Commission on 
Arterial Drainage; it had been 
signed unanimously by the members 
of the Commission, who wound up by 
saying that they endorsed what had 
been stated by previous Commissions, 
one a Royal Commission, that the 
state of the rivers and waterways of 
Ireland was deplorable. Hon. Members 
from Ulster knew about the Bann. His 
own interest in the Bann was this. When- 
ever the Barrow drainage was mentioned, 
the question of the Bann was always in- 
troduced as a bone of contention, or drawn 
as ared herring across the scent. So faras 
he was concerned he had not the slightest 
objection to the land around the Bann 
being drained; he would like to see it 
as dry as the floor of the House of Com- 
mons; but he objected to the name 
of the Bann being introduced when the 
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the Barrow. There had been £150,000 
laid out upon the Bann, and, as far as 
his information went, the money might 
as well have been thrown into Louch 
Neagh, so far as any benefit had accrued 
from the expenditure. They meant to 
persevere in their demand for a Barrow 
drainage scheme which the Commission 
had pointed out was reasonable, and 
they meant to see whether the position 


could not be improved with State 
assistance. But there was one thing 
remarkable about the district of the 


Barrow, and it was that the people there 
steadfastly refused that a single sixpence 
of the money to be granted should be 
laid out by the Board of Works. They 
had at present a machinery in the local 
county councils, who could carry out 
the work satisfactorily and in a manner 
that would meet the views of those 
in whose interest the work was under- 
taken and who would have to pay 
a large portion of the cost. Then 
there was the question of the 
schools. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo had been asking questions for the 
last two years as to the plans for schools, 
and the reply had been that the plans 
were not yet complete. It meant that 
plans of only ordinary schools were 
required, plans such as a local architect 
would get out in twenty-four hours; yet 
it had taken the Board of Works two 
years, and the plans were not yet 
forthcoming, though the money had 
been granted. The clashing of authority 
between different Boards was quite 
extraordinary. There was a case in 
Clare where the Board of Works claimed 
the right to lay out certain money; 
another Department claimed an equal 
right, and so, in presence of this cat and 
dog existence, the work was not carried 
out. With regard to ancient monuments 
they had fallen on bad times when they 
were handed over to the tender mercies of 
the Board of Works. These ancient 
monuments were relics which the Irish 
people regarded with pride and venera- 
tion. They were indications of the 
culture and civilisation which existed in 
their country many centuries ago, when 
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England was merely emerging from the 
darkness of birbarism, and when Birming- 
ham was onlya squalid village. He now 
came to the last phase of the subject. 
He had put questions to the Secretary 
to the Treasury, who had not answered 
some of them, and it was not in his 
power to force the hon. Gentleman to 
give replies. The questions were as to 
the religious creeds of the staff. He 
had been informed that the Board of 
Works never asked about the creed of 
members of the staff. Oh, no; no one 
knew anything about the religion of 
anyone else in a Government Department 
in Ireland. He had some facts and 
figures to which he would direct the 
attention of the Committee. It showed 
something about the general working of 
the Board of Works in respect of its 
dealing with the staff. In the first 
place, in the Boards of Works, of which 
Mr. Henry Williams was Secretary and 
the ruling spirit, the number of nominated 
appointments filled by Catholics was 
fifty, and their salaries amounted to 
£9,793. The number of nominated ap- 
pointments filled by members of other 
denominations was eighty-four, and their 
salaries amounted to £26,609. The nomi- 
nated appointments were in the hands 
of the Secretary, Mr. Williams, and his 
triuinvirate, and of course, they were 
told that these gentlemen knew nothing 
whatever about creeds. If they took 
the question of open competition and 
appointments on merit, they found that 
the Catholics took about two-thirds of 
the posts and more than half the salaries. 
In regard to appointments by open com- 
petition the Catholics held thirty-seven 
places, the salaries of which amounted to 
£6,712, whilst other denominations held 
twenty-three places, the total of which 
amounted to £6,465. That wasa clear in- 
dication that the nominated appointments 
were made not by merit but by favouritism. 
Religion ought to be set aside in all these 
matters, but they could not close their 
eyes to facts and figures of this kind 
when they saw their countrymen being 
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deprived of their rightful share of these | 


positions, He would not be doing 
justice to his fellow countrymen if he did 


not demand that they should get their | 


fair share of appointments under the 
Board. In the case of nominated ap- 
pointments the average Catholic salary 
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was £189, whilst the non-Catholic salary 
averaged £309. The manner in which th; 
Board dealt with Catholics in Dublin was 
notorious. If a member of the Catholic 
body holding a position under the Board 
happened to be ill and was laid up, an 
old pensioner was despatched to see 
whether he was malingering or telling 
untruths. On the other hand, if a 
member of another denomination said 
he was ill no such inquiries would be 
made, and he might whilst off duty go to 
Phoenix Park or attend the races, and 
nothing would be said about it. That 
kind of thing was well known in Dublin, 
and he did not need to press the matter 
further. Whilst this Board would not 
allow a piece of ground for the Gaelic 
| Football Club or the Gaelic League, they 
were quite willing to set apart thirty 
acres of the most beautiful part of 
Pheenix Park to be used by the Polo 
Club. The figures he’ had given were 
incontestable and could not be denied. 
This autocratic non-representative body 
was not satisfied with the large nominat- 
ing power it now possessed, and they had 
applied to the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners for extended powers. He wished 
to enter his protest against the penalising 
of any official who might have given in- 
‘formation to a Member of Parliament. It 
would be a horrible state of things if this 
intimidating of the staff was allowed to be 
continued without being exposed. What 
were the facts? No sooner did the 
information he alluded to reach the 
public thar a threatening note was posted 
up in the Board of Works Offices in the 
following terms— 
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“Tt has been observed by the Board that an 
article concerning promotion in this Depart- 
ment appeared in two Dublin newspapers on 
Thursday and Friday last. 


“So far as this article relates to ma'ters of 
public knowledge the Board are not concerned, 
[It contained, however, certain statements 
which were based upon information that could 
| only have been furnished directly or indirectly 

by persons within the office. It will therefore 
be necessary for the Secretary to bring again 

to the notice of all Divisions the stringent 
| Treasury Circular on the subject of giving in- 
formation to the Press. 


“The communication referred to is caleu- 
lated, as the Board think most undeservedly, to 
, cast a stigma on the staff, but they wish to 
take this opportunity of stating that they have 
|} every confidence in the loyalty of the officials 
of the Department, and they feel sure that the 
latter will share their great regret that there 
| should be any individual or individuals among 
‘them who should have proved themselves 
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untrue to the rules and traditions of the sonal experience that the Board of Works 


public service.’ 


That Board 


would 


| had an exceedingly able and obliging staff 


become another | of inspectors, who went through the 


Chamber of Horrors and nothing would | country making advances for the improve- 


be allowed to come out of it "if hon. 


| ment of the land. He did not think that 


Members of this House were not per-| any man who had had dealings with the 
mitted to receive the information which Board of Works had any reasonable com- 


was necessary to expose this notorious! plaint to make. 


Board. They had no less than sixty- | 

seven Boards in Ireland, and ‘the late) 
Mr. Davitt used to call them the forty | 
thieves, although he under-estimated | 
their number at the time. There were 
now sixty-seven Boards in Ireland and | 
therefore there must be sixty-seven | 
thieves, and the Board of Works was the 
worst. So bad was the system that it was | 
past mending, and for the sake of adminis- 


He certainly thought 
that the Government should take one 
matter into consideration, viz., the 
enabling of the Board to make smaller 
| loans than they could do at present. He 
“understood that at present they could 
not advance less than £50. That was 
measured by a certain number of years 
rental of the farm on which the improve- 
ment was to be made. Many small 


holders would often be glad to avail 


tration and civil and religious liberty in 


Ireland the Board should be abolished. 
He moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £24,468, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (Mr. 
Delany.) 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.) dissociated 
himself from the grossly unfair attack 
which had been made on the Board of 
Works, and, so far as it was based on, 
information which appeared to have been 
purloined from a Government office by a | 
clerk in its employment, he disclaimed | 
all sympathy with it. He hoped this 
kind of leakage would be discovered and 
punished as severely as the rules of | 
any healthy Civil Service demanded. 
It was intolerable that there should be | 


themselves of smaller loans—say £35— 
but the Board had no authority to make 
such advances. If they could not do it 
as the law stood it was a matter for 
which they could not be blamed. The 
hon. Member had complained of favour- 


itism and bigotry of the Board of Works, 


and said that these complaints were 
common property in Dublin. If that 


| were so, they were common to a particular 
’ 


prying into these matters for the pur- | 
pose of advancing a man’s personal | 


Parlia- 
un- 
his 


through 
otherwise 
attacks on 


interests and making 

ment or the Press or 
worthy or cowardly 

superiors. 
covered who had done this, 
Secretary to the Treasury would have 
the most cordial support of his hon. 
friends in maintaining the honourable 
traditions of the Civil Service,which ought 
to be carried out in Ireland in the same 
way asin England. His experience of the 
Board of Works was that they were not 
infallible. 


He hoped it would be dis- | 
and the | 


That had never been claimed | 


for them, and he did not feel called | 


upon to defend them. He assumed that 


the Ministry under which they were at 


present serving would see that justice 
was done to them. He knew from per- 


Mr. Delany. 


class, and he could not say that he shared 
in them. He wished again to call 
attention to the Bann Drainage question 
which had been pressed on the attention 
of the Government for many years, 
The counties on the seaboard had had a 
great deal done for them in the way of 
piers and grants. He and his friends 
were not grudging that expenditure, 
which had amounted to about £400,000. 
But the Bann stood out from what 
might be called these marine questions, 
The question of the Bann affected five 
inland counties. While places on the sea- 
board had had their share of money—he 
did not say that they had had enough 
yet—these inland counties, which were 


all vitally affected by the flooding 
of the Bann, had not yet received 
adequate consideration. The money 
already found for the draining of 
the Bann had been found through 


Imperial credit which was only possible 
under the present Constitution, and 
would be impossible if they ever 
arrived at separation. That money was 
found in the days before the internal 
drainage of the country was so largely 
developed, as it had been in the last two 
generations. Formerly the Bann was 
adequate to bring down drainage from 
the whole watershed, but now the same 
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quantity of water reached the river in 
twenty-four hours, whereas formerly it 
took a week or ten days. He was not 


suggesting that the original works were | 


completely adequate, and, as a matter of 


fact, the original design for the Bann | 


had never been carried out. What had 
been done for the Bann in the past had 
been done by borrowed money, and 
every penny had since been repaid by 
the people who got the benefit in their 
districts, and they were still paying 
maintenance charges. There had been 
no loss to the Treasury for any sum 
expended on the Bann. He re- 
cognised that this question was in 
a sense sub judice at present, because 
since the last Bill dealing with the 
matter—a Bill which passed the Second 
Reading, but failed to pass through 
Committee—there had been two different 
inquiries and reports as to the state of 
affairs. The first of these reports pro- 
posed an expenditure of £150,000, of 
which £100,000 had to be subscribed 
locally. That was an absolute bar to the 
scheme, because only the people interested 
would consent to raise the money, and it 
was impossible for them to raise so much. 
His right hon. friend the Member 
for South Dublin when Chief Secretary, 
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sent down Sir Alexander Binnie, a dis- | 


tinguished engineer, who reported on the 
state of the lough and the river in 1905. 


He estimated the cost at £75,000—just | 
half of the previous estimate. He under- | 
stood that the present Government were | 


prepared to deal with the question when 
fuller inquiry had been made. Ha 
admitted that the pledge given was a 
general one, and he did not wish to push 
it further than that. 
months inspectors, on behalf of the Board 
of Works, had been through the district 


During the last six | 


making a valuation of the lands, extend- | 


ing to sixty miles of territory, which 
would be benefited by the drainage opera- 
tions. He wished to ask in no controversial 
spirit if these inquiries had terminated and 


what had been the result. He wished also | 
to know if the Government were now in 
a position to say what action they pro- 


posed to take. He and his friends were 
quite prepared to wait a reasonable time in 
order that the Government might make 
all necessary inquiry into the matter. 
The population in the districts concerned 
was growing, and he was sure that the 
VOL. CLXXIII. [FourtH Sertes.] 
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| Government would not minimise the 
importance of the matter. 


Supply. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) said the hon. 
Member who had just spoken seemed to 
think that they wanted information about 
the Board of Works. What was wanted 
was criticism of the Board. They had 
got enough information. He was one of 
those individuals who whether as a 
Nationalist fighting for the Nationalist 
cause on the hillsides, or in addressing 
meetings in England, had never made 
creed or class a question in discussing 
Irish government. He and his friends 
did not believe in introducing either 
Protestantism or Catholicism. They 
believed that Irishmen should have a 
full share in the government of their own 
country, and he hoped that the course of 
events in the near future would result in 
the realisation of this view. He did not 
wish to criticise any official connected 
with the Board of Works. His object in 
rising was to deal with the Board of 
Works as at present constituted, and as 
one of the numerous Departments which 
misgoverned Ireland. He made no 
attack upon any official, but he did say 
that the Board of Works had failed to 
discharge the duties and the functions for 
which it was supposed to exist. The 
Board of Works was connected with 
almost all the public worksin Ireland. If 
a national school house was to be erected 
a Board of Works inspector came down to 
inspect it. If there was a local drainage 
scheme to be carried out, a Board of Works 
Inspector would come down and run the 
whole concern. If a poor farmer in the 
North, East, West, or South of Ireland 
wanted to borrow money to improve his 
farm—say £100—according to the rules 
of the Board of Works the money was 
lent to him to be paid back by instalments 
as the work proceeded. Very good. It 
was a matter of life and death to the 
small farmer that he should carry out his 
improvements, and pay regularly the in- 
stalments of the loan, principal, and 
interest, within a certain number of 
years. The inspector of the Board of 
Works came down with his monocle 
in his eye, and, supposing:the farmer who 
had spent the whole of his life in doing 
the best for his land, could not pay his 
instalment at the moment, this monocled 
inspector would say, “ This instalment 
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must be paid immediately and not 
indefinitely postponed.” Personally, he 
had never found fault in the House 
with the officials of any Department. 
He only found fault with the Depart- 
ment _ itself. A local contractor 
tendered for the erection of a 
National school for a certain amount of 
money. He might be a poor'man with- 
out capital, but his brother might be a 
smith and his son a carpenter, and he 
undertook the erection of the school- 
house under the supervision of the 
inspector of the Board of Works, pro- 
vided he got periodical payments as the 
work proceeded. The Board of Works in- 
spector came down, and found some tech- 
nical objection to a part of the job, and 
refused to grant a certificate for the 
money to the poor contractor. All these 
things were, however, minor matters 
compared with arterial drainage. In that 
regard he would remind the Committee 
that the Unionist Member for Armagh 
held exactly the same views as those to 
which he had given expression, when he 
said on May 24th, 1905, that Ireland 
was dominated by the incapacity of the 
Board of Works. He was at one with 


his hon. friend above the gangway. 
Could he be blamed, therefore, for 


putting in a word in favour of the drain- 
age of the Oranmore river, which was not 
a navigable river but one the drainage of 
the basin of which affected 8,000 farmers ? 
He spoke in regard to this question on 
behalf not only of the Nationalists, but 
of the Unionists and clergy of all 
denominations in the County of Sligo. He 
maintained that considerable drainage 
works would have long ago been done in 
the West of Ireland if the Board of Works 
had been efficient. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would devote more attention not 
to the great navigable rivers, but to the 
smaller rivers of the West of Ireland. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) made 
reference to a dredger which had been 
provided under the provisions of the 
Marine Works Act of 1902, and asked 
what had been done with it. A number 
of harbours in Ireland were practically 
useless for traffic and trade owing to 
the silting up of sand. In his own con- 
stituency there were three harbours of 
this kind. The question of dredging had 
been mooted and had been the subject of 
correspondence between the local authori- 
ties and the Irish Government for four 


Mr. O'Dowd, 
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or five years, and he would like to know 
what was the state of the arrangements 
in regard to this dredger. 


Supply. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) thought that all the rivers ought to 
be drained, no matter in what part of 
Ireland they happened to be; but while 
everybody agreed that large districts 
ought to be drained, that operation was 
never performed, and apparently the 
rivers were never going to be drained. 
They had had seven or eight Commis- 
sions upon arterial drainage in Ireland, 
and yet a Commission was sitting now. 
Former Commissions had had no result, 


and he wondered whether the one 
now sitting would bring forth any- 
thing which would lead to action. This 


Vote was a very important one, as 
it raised many questions of interest, 
and he wanted both to ask for in- 
formation and to criticise it. At present 
it appeared to him that the Board of 
Works in Ireland represented _ the 
English Treasury, and therefore Irish 
Nationalists had a great objection to the 
Vote. If however, the Board of Works 
represented the Irish Treasury hon. 
Members for Ireland would not object to 
it. So much by way of prelude, but he 
wished to call attention to the question 
of the preservation of ancient monuments, 
which to his mind was one of extreme 
importance. One of his hon. friends was 
not satisfied with the way in which the 
Board of Works had taken charge of 
ancient Irish monuments. He did not 
agree with that view ; he thought that 
the manner in which the Board of Works 
had looked after certain Irish monuments 
was creditable and that they had done a 
great deal of good work. The only com- 
plaint made was that the Board of Works 
did not extend its sphere of usefulness 
and deal with a larger number of 
monuments. He would be glad if the 
Chief Secretary would find out for him 
how many ancient monuments had been 
vested in the Board of Works since the 
passing of the Act of 1903, and whether 
there existed any regular means of 
communication between the Estates Com- 
missioners and the Board of Works, so 
that whenever a statue was deemed 
by local antiquaries to be worthy of 
preservation, steps could at once be taken 
in that direction. He thought they 
should follow the example of other 
countries which showed an admirable 


CO 
gi 
til 
th 
clu 
ne 
au 
all 
tio) 
ple 
tish 
the 
Wo 
Ire] 
but 
tain 
lrel, 
£10 
pose 
mar 
been 
disaj 
mon 





124 


LOW 
nts 


rd, 
t to 
of 
hile 
icts 
was 
the 
ied. 
mis- 
nd, 
low. 
sult, 
one 
any- 
This 
as 
rest, 
in- 
sent 
1 of 
the 
[rish 
) the 
orks 
hon. 
at to 
t he 
stion 
ents, 
reme 
was 
. the 
eof 
i not 
that 
‘orks 
nents 
ne a 
com- 
J orks 
iIness 
r of 
f the 
- him 
been 
e the 
ether 
is of 
Com- 
is, 80 
emed 
hy of 
taken 
they 
other 
irable 





1125 Supply. 


spirit in these matters. In certain 
parts of the country there were peri- 
odical invasions of tourists, and care 
should be taken to protect these monu- 
ments from injury. Then as to loans, 
he thought that the powers of the 
Board were too restricted, and that the 
Chief Secretary might well consider 
whether a smaller advance than £50 
could be made, say £25. The latter 
sum would be a very useful loan. He 
thought the rate of interest, five or six 
per cent., was too heavy, and he would 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he could not give people who 
borrowed through this Department the 
advantages which were given to other 
people. Again, there was the question of 
inspectors appointed by the Board. 
There were only ten or twelve of these 
gentlemen. They were appointed some 
twenty or thirty years ago under 
conditions which had since been moditied. 
Since then other inspectors had been 
appointed who did nothing like the 
work which the older inspectors did 
and had been put under better conditions 
as regards pay and pension. He asked 
if something could not be done to better 
the conditions as regarded the pensions of 
the ten or twelve inspectors originally 
appointed, having regard to their long 
service. With regard to school grants, he 
asked whether the hon. Member could say 
when certain schools in his constituency, 
the preparation for building which was 
commenced four years ago, would be 
completed. He hoped tha assurances 
given by the Chief Secretary some 
time ago would be carried out and 
this matter brought to an early con- 
clusion, These schools were urgently 
needed, and it was not creditable to the 
authorities that so long a time should be 
allowed to elapse between the prepara- 
tions to commence them and their com- 
pletion. With regard to the question of 
tishing piers, it was interesting to recall 
the fact that the history of the Marine 
Works Act was that it was given to 
Ireland as a piece of great generosity ; 
but the English had intercepted cer- 
tain funds devoted to marine works in 
lreland, and eventually of those funds, 
£100,000 was handed over for the pur- 
pose of building these piers and other 
marine works. 
been mortgaged or had they entirely 
disappeared, and how soon would the 
money be available for marine works 
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How far had these funds | 
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and fishing piers in different parts of 
Ireland? The operation of the Marine 
Works Act should be extended, and, in 
view of the benefits which had accrued 
where it had been put into force, 
other districts should enjoy the same 
benefits. Would the hon. Member 
ascertain from the Board of Works 
whether they had any idea of the amount 
that would be required to construct 
marine works in the congested districts 
of Ireland and outside those districts 
where such works were required ? There 
was one harbour in which he was par- 
ticularly interested, and with regard to 
which he would like to have the infor- 
mation as soon as possible. Whenever 
the question of fishing harbours came up 
Greystones had a large claim for con- 
sideration, because of the large sums 
spent by Greystones upon the harbour, 
which unfortunately, had not been a 
success. He would also like to know 
how the Board of Works and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Ireland were 
getting on, and whether they had 
settled the differences of opinion that 
had arisen between them with regard to 
certain marine works, and particularly 
with regard to Arklow harbour, and 
whether the works there would shortly 
be completed. 


Supply. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury) said complaint had been 
made by the hon. Member who moved 
the reduction that this Department 
was represented by him. He assured 
him that his regret on that head was no 
greater than his own. He was extremely 
sorry that he should have anything to do 
with the government of Ireland under 
the present conditions. They were, how- 
ever, in hopes that alterations would be 
made shortly in that respect. This 
particularly applied to the Office of Works, 
because it covered such a very wide field, 
and when they attempted to find anything 
analagous to it in England they found that 
the Office of Works dealt with matters 
which in England were under the Com- 
missioners of Works, the Board of Agricul- 
ture, the Board of Trade (the management 
of railways and so on), with matters 
controlled by the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners, and with a hundred and 
one other matters which in England were 
controlled by a hundred and one other 
bodies. Therefore, it was impossible for 
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an Englishman with a short experience to 
have a knowledge of anything like all 
the questions that he had been asked on 
this oceasion. He would try, however, to 


Supply. 


answer one or two of them as_ far 
as he could. As to work done in 
regard to ancient monuments since 
1903, he could give no information 


off hand, but if the hon. Baronet would 
put a Question on the Paper he would 
give him all the information he could 
obtain upon the subject. With regard to 
loans, it had been suggested that they 
should be reduced from £50 to £25. He 
had been informed that the loans were 
now as low as £35 and that this was 
done by a Treasury Warrant. He would 
see what could be done, but it did not 
seem to him that the amount of benefit 
that would accrue from making the loan 
£10 lower would be very great. ‘The hon. 
Member had also asked whether a larger 
amount could be advanced to farmers. 
That was a matter he would have to 
consider further. ‘The hon. Member for 
Donegal had asked about the dredger. 
He would point out to him that it was 
the property of the Local Government 
Board, and if the hon. Gentleman would 
like to have it sent down to Donegal he 
would advise him to approach the Board 
in that regard. Donegal was not the 
only county in Ireland which would like 
to have the assistance of a dredger. 


Mr. HUGH LAW said he was not so 
anxious to have the Board of Works 
dredger, but a dredger. As he under- 
stood, there had been a_ triangular 
negotiation going on between the Board 
of Works, the Congested Districts Board, 
and the county council, and he was 
anxious on that account to know if the 
hon. Gentleman could give any informa- 
tion. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said there was 
only one dredger, and that was at 
the disposal of any local authority, 
and if they would kindly let him know 
what dredging was going on, he would 
certainly do his best to facilitate the 
work. Reference had been made to 
the amount of money spent under the 
Marine Works Act. He could not ex- 
actly state what that sum was, but no 
doubt hon. Members would be satisfied 
if the amounts were stated in the form of 
a Return. He had also been asked some 
qnestions about Greystones pier, or rather 

Mr. Runciman. 
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what remained of it. The pier was of 
zig-zag shape, and was on all sorts of 
levels; it was of comparatively little 
use. He was not quite sure that 
the money had been spent wisely in 
building the pier, for there were other 
parts of Ireland which had as great a 
claim, and where the Government could 
have spent the money to better advantage. 
At all events, the pier was in a lament- 
able condition, and before he could say 
anything as to the future he would 
have to make inquiries of the authorities 
and advisers of the Board on the subject. 
With regard to Arklow, all the necessary 
formalitieshad been gonethrough and com- 
pleted, and he hoped that the work would 
be pressed forward without any delay. 
As to Wicklow, the Board of Works 
were not responsible, for they had been 
practically told “hands off.” He had 
also been asked as to whether plans 
for schools had reached anything like 
the final stage. His right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland had 
announced some time ago that negotia- 
tions had proceeded between the National 
Board and his own oftice, and the Trea 
sury had now come to the conclusion that 
they ought to arrange for new plans to 
be designed on a basis much more 
generous than was allowed in either 
England or Scotland. He was sure that 
hon. Members from Ireland could not ask 
for more than that. The claim which 
bad always been put forward was that 
there should be ten square feet per 
child on the mean between the average 
attendance and the number on the 
roll for each specific school. ‘So far as 
that was concerned they had now reached 
a settlement, and there ought to be no 
delay. He had been asked why the 
Board of Works did not allow more 
football grounds in Phcenix Park. He 
was informed that there were no less 
than thirty-two football grounds allotted 
by the Board of Works, and he did not 
know many towns of the size of Dublin 
which had thirty-two public football 
grounds allotted by the public autho- 
rities. The story of the Bann was 
a very old one, but before proceeding 
with that matter he would remind hon. 
Members that very large sums _ of 
Imperial money had been spent on arterial 
drainage. The whole question of the 
drainage of the centre of Ireland was 
a very important one, and was by no 
means limited to the land which lay 
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about the Bann. He was in Ireland | officials in it. Sir George Holmes had 
some time ago with his right hon. friend | been on the Board of Works for some 
the President of the Local Government five or six years and had worked with 
Board. They saw something of the! the greatest energy. Possibly, during 
condition of the centre of Ireland, the whole of that time, he might have 
and the knowledge then gained had done some things which had not met 
been supplemented by much informa- | with the approval of hon. Gentlemen on 
tion gained by the Irish Office on this | the other side. There were few public 
side of the water. That information officials but at one time or another met with 
pointed to the conclusion that unless | the censure of hon. Members, on one side 
something like £5,000,000 was spent on of the House or the other, representing 
the internal drainage of Ireland, that local interests. Sir George Holmes had 
country would never be thoroughly | dealt faithfully and well with the interests 
drained. Five millions was a very of the Board, and all he could say in his 
large sum, but doubtless the benefits behalf at the present time would be quite 
of such a scheme might more than inadequate as any return for his public 
recoup them for a large part of the ex- services. The hon. Gentleman had made 
penditure. But on such a big question reference to a Question which he had 
as that, involving a sum of £5,000,000 put the other day, and which he (Mr. 
or any large sum, it would be quite’ Runciman) had declined to answer. 
improper to commit the Government. His reply was shortly this, that in 
The Bann, however, had one of the first regard to Sir G. Holmes the Question 
claims on any sum that was to be! was based on information which was 
spent. [An Hon. MEMBER: What absolutely groundless, and that, as 
about the Barrow ?] It was impossible the hon. Gentleman had asked similar 
for them to decide as to whether the Bann | Questions on several occasions, he thought 
or the Barrow would come first. What) it only right, in defence of officials who 
had to be done must be done with public | were attacked, to say that he deprecated 
money, and at very great expense. | those Questions, and that he thought it 
This was really a matter that must be | most derogatory to the dignity and the 
dealt with along with others, and he honour of those officials that he should 
could make no announcement on the have to get up time after time to say 
subject of the drainage of the Bann that there was no ground for the accusa- 
except to say that the scheme which tion made against them. He was sure 
had been put forward had received, and the hon. Gentleman would agree with 
was receiving, very serious considera-| him that he was at all times ready to 
tion, and if it would bear criticism he had give proper information, and if the hon. 
no doubt that something might be done Member's Questions were not couched 
upon it. in a form which was really intolerable to 
those who were serving the public 

Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Has the | interest, he would be very glad to give 
local inquiry been concluded ? all the information he could. The hon. 
Gentleman had made reference to a letter 

Mr. RUNCIMAN believed that the which he said was received by the Board 
local inspection by those who were | of Works from the Civil Service Com- 
testing the scheme on the spot had been | missioners with reference to the religious 
concluded, but the whole matter was beliefs of the staff of the Board of Works. 
coming under the consideration of the | Thisalso had been the subject of a Question 
Government. The hon. Member for by the hon. Member, and he had told 
(Queen’s County, Ossory, had made some him at the time that no such letter 
reference to the Board of Works. He only had been received, for the simple reason 
wished the hon. Member had kept out that the Civil Service Commissioners had 
of his speech the name of the distinguished | never written such a letter. Whatever 
gentleman who was at the head of the might be said of them, he ventured to 
Board. However much the hon. Gentle- think that the Commissioners took no 
man might dislike him he thought it | part whatever in Irish politics, and he 
would be as well in criticising the Board was assured by a member of the staff 
that he should follow the example of one | of the Civil Service Commission that no 
of his hon. friends by criticising the Board | such letter ever was written, nor, so far 
as a whole, without criticising particular as he could gather, had such a letter 
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been sent from any other Department 
of the State. As to the notice which 
had been circulated in reference to 
information which had leaked out from 
time to time on matters concerning the 
staff, that notice was not peculiar to Ire- 
land ; they sometimes had them in Eng- 
land, for the very good reason that those 
who were serving the public interest must 
be well aware that any disclosure of 
what passed in their office was a very 
grave breach of confidence; and he 
thought that hon. Gentlemen must see 
really how improper it would be that 
communications of a confidential nature 
passing from one department to another, 
should become public. If such a thing were 
allowed to take place it would be im- 
possible to conduct any public department 
with any sense of security. He did not 
suggest for 2 moment that anything im- 
proper passed between these two depart- 
ments. He did not think that anything 
did ; and he doubted that the disclosures 
would have done any harm to anyone. 
But he wanted to point out that corres- 
pondence passing between one department 
and another must be secret. Distinguished 
servants of the State, who had gone 
through every department both in England 
and abroad, would be the first to acknow- 
ledge that this was a rule that could not 
be departed from, and that any notice 
which maintained that standard wa3 one 
which ought to be observed by the staff. 
The hon. Gentleman had made an allega- 
tion against the Board of Works as to 
“the preference given to Protestants in 
that department. It was always a diffi- 
cult matter to inquire into the religious 
belief of those who were serving in a 
public department. So far as the Catho- 
lies were concerned, he would be among 
the first to deprecate and to punish 
severely any attempt to handicap them 
in the public service of Ireland. But he 
could not say there was any evidence of 
undue preference of the men ot one 
cveed over the men of another. He 
would like to amplify that. There had 
been particular accusations against the 
Secretary of the Board of Works, who 
was himself a Protestant. The hon. 
Gentleman had been good enough to send 
him some information with regard to the 
staff of the Board of Works. He had 
experienced the greatest difficulty in 
finding out what were the religious 
beliefs of the staff, and from what he had 


seen he gathered that there were under ' 


Mr. Runciman. 
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| Mr. Williams more Catholies than 


| Protestants. He had no means of check- 

ing that information. He would venture 
to suggest that if Mr. Williams was 
accused of being prejudiced against 

| Catholics, the mere fact that there were 
more Catholics than Protestants in his 
office was surely a very good reply. 


Mr. DELANY said what he had 
pointed out was that the Catholics had 
‘only ‘£9,000 in salaries, while the 
Protestants had over £26,000. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said there was 
in the Department mentioned a 
very large sprinkling of Catholics, so 
large in fact that in the higher ranks 
nearly one-half were Catholics. It was 
true that if they added up the salaries 
they would find that those who were 
Protestants would be earning more than 
the Catholics, but there were ways of 
adding up tables which would make the 
very best things look uncommonly bad. 
He would like to suggest one explanation 
of the facts stated by the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. It so happened that those 
in the higher ranks were principally 
Protestants whilst those in the lower 
ranks were Catholics. The explanation 
he would orfer of that was that higher 
education in Ireland had handicapped the 
|Catholics and placed them at a great 
disadvantage. When Ireland extended 
University facilities and a large number 
of Catholics, and not Protestants only, 
were able to take advantage of University 
education, no doubt the balance would 
be restored, and it would be found 


that education and not religion was 
the qualification for admitting men 
into these positions. Nothing was 
more lamentable in the history of 


Ireland than the way that country was 
divided up by two political parties and 
by two religious beliefs. This was 
not understandable by those who had 
spent all their public life in England. 
He hoped the time was coming when 
the Irish people would be able to work 


together without religious difficulties 
inteifering with their public duties. 


| In conclusion he reminded the Committee 
of the two statements made by Disraeli, 
_who when asked what his religion was, 
| said— 
‘“‘ My religion is the religion of all sensible 
” 
men, 
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and when asked what that was, replied — 
‘* Sensible men never tell.” 


Supply. 


He hoped the time was coming when in 
the appointment of public servants, 
whether under the present or a future 
régime, it would not be necessary to 
inquire what were the religious beliefs of 
any of them. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
said they all wished the hon. Gentleman 
every success in his new office, and they 
fully recognised that he had made every 
efiort to grasp the complicated situation 
in Ireland with which he had to deal. 
Quite recently he had had to master all the 
finance of the Land Act, and they all 
knew with what success he had achieved 
that result, and how he was able to 
answer any question upon that involved 
subject. The hon. Member had dis- 
coursed quite lucidly upon one of the 
most complicated problems of Irish 
government, viz., the Board of Works. 
Evidently the hon. Gentlemen who usually 
sat above the gangway were satisfied, be- 
cause they had left the House. The Bann 
would in their opinion overflow its banks 
no more, because the hon. Gentleman 
above the gangway had spoken. The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury had 
stated that the Government had inquired 
into the subject, and were still inquiring, 
and would continue to inquire, but he 
(Mr. O’Connor) doubted whether the Bann 
would be any better for that inquiry. It 
was his lot two days ago to introduce a 
subject with which the Board of Works 
was very seriously concerned. He re- 
ferred to the arterial drainage of Lreland. 
They had heard nothing at all about the 
competency of this Department to deal 
with the two important subjects of the 
building of schools and arterial drainage 
in Ireland. The subject which had been 
raised by his hon. friend was the com- 
petency or the incompetency of the Board 
of Works. Not one word had escaped 
the hon. Gentleman’s lips as to whether 
he was convinced that the Department 
was capable or incapable of executing 
those works. The Commissioners of 
National Education had stated in their 
very last Report that it would take 
£500,000 for five years to put them in 
the position they might have occupied 
if they had 
for the last four years. But not a 
stone had been laid and not one act of 
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_ been thoroughly 


been fairly dealt with | 
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schools, because the Treasury had shut 
up its pockets and closed its purse. It 
had been said by the Chief Secretary 
that £1,000,000 was absolutely necessary 
to put the schools of Ireland in a proper 
condition. Was the Board of Works a 
competent body to expend that money ? 
Instead of granting £500,000 a miserable 
£40,000 a year for three years was 
to be granted. That was a _ most 
contemptible sum having regard to 
the admission that had been made. 
What he wished the hon. Gentleman 
to answer was whether the Board of 
Works, about the competency of which 
he had said not a single word, was com- 
petent to expend £40,000 a year for the 
next three years. He trusted that the 
hon. Member would occupy many an 
onerous office in the present Government. 
He was now qualifying, in one of the 
most difficult positions it was possible for 
even a gentleman of his unbounded in- 
dustry to occupy, for one of those high 
positions which his talents entitled him 
to fill in the future. He knew that the 
hon. Gentleman had a long and brilliant 
career before him, and he would go from 
office to office, and before he had scarcely 
mastered the details of his present oftice 
he would no doubt receive promotion and 
find himself in the Cabinet. He would 
not grudge his advancement at all, because 
he desired that every young man of in- 
dustry who desired to serve his country 
in honourable occupations should have 
the opportunity of doing so. With re- 
gard to arterial drainage in Ireland the 
hon. Member had said that when he 
looked into this Department he found 
there had been a very great deal of 
neglect. They had had placed before 
them the question of the Bann versus the 
Barrow. If the Treasury and the Board 
of Works decided to spend more money 


on the Bann he desired it and he 
would not object. The Barrow flowed 
through his constituency and had 


done so for the past 100 years without 
any money being expended upon it. 


| During that period it had overflowed its 


banks four times a year and not a penny 
had been spent upon it. The Bann had 
neglected. Report 
after report had been issued with regard 
to it and they had not been acted upon. 
The question was raised by the _pre- 
decessor of the hon. Member for North 
Armagh, the late Colonel Saunderson, 


reparation had been done to those | who had always supported the Nationalist 
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Party on this question of arterial drain- 
age. On one occasion an _ engineer 
was sent down to report upon the 
Bann. The very next year another 


Supply. 


complaint was made and _ another 
engineer was sent down who also 
reported. Why were all these re- 


ports necessary? Because of the in- 
competency of the Board of Works. One 
engineer after another had produced 
schemes for the drainage of the Bann; 
they had been presented to the Board of 
Works, and under that body they had 
proved total failures. When he moved 
a Motion upon this subject not very long 
ago he was told that perhaps another 
authority could be established for dealing 
with arterial drainage, and the appoint- 
ment of « Commission was suggested, and 
the late Chief Secretary the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin jumped at the suggestion. He 
said, “ Let us have another Commission.” 
He did not support that suggestion 
but the Commsssion was appointed. 
It was a way of shelving the difficulty. 
He was invited last year to give evidence 
before the Commission upstairs. He 
told Sir Alexander Binnie that he had 
not supported the appointment of the 
Commission. He reminded Sir Alex- 
ander that he himself had reported on 
the Bann the year before, and that 
another engineer had reported on the 
same subject the year before that. He 
told him further that the Commission 
was utterly unneeded, and he produced 
in support of that statement the Reports 
which had been presented to Parliament 
for the last 100 years. The evidence 
amounted to thousands upon thousands of 
pages, and he said, “Great Heaven ! What 
do you want with another Commission ?” 
They had the Reports of all the Commis- 
sions which had taken evidence for the 
past 100 years, and what was the result ? 
Absolutely no result, except that some 
money had been spent on the Bann 
through the influence of hon. Gentlemen 
above the gangway, money which might 
as well have been pitched into the 
Thames for all the good it had done to 
the Bann. The Bann was in a worse 
condition to-day than before a penny 
was expended upon it. He made that 
statement on the authority of the Reports 
to which he referred. They all con- 
demned the schemes carried out by the 
Board of Works, and that was the Board 
they were now criticising. It was the 


Mr. John O'Connor. 
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Board that would have to carry out the 
works for the further drainage of the 
Bann. Hon. Members above the gangway 
had made their speeches which would he 
published in the local newspapers, and on 
the 12th of July they would be cheered 
because they spoke about the Bann in the 
House of Commons. The Treasury would 
still be considering the Report of this 
Commission, and not a single thing would 
be done to give effect to the recom- 
mendations. The Financial Secretary 
had answered all the questions in a per- 
functory sort of way, but he had not 
spoken one word in regard to the Board 
which the Nationalist Members declared 
were incompetent to carry out any works 
with which they might be entrusted. 
When his hon. friend the Member for 
the Ossory Division complained of the 
personnel of the Board he was lectured 
severely by the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury. But his hon. friend lived in 
the district affected by these works, and 
he knew how the health of the people 
was injured by the overflowing of the 
banks. These were the people who 
would have to bear the cost of the works 
if carried out, and it was natural that his 
hon. friend should press his case with as 
much force and energy as he could 
employ. The two questions of arterial 
drainage and education in Ireland had 
been recognised by the Chief Secretary 
as calling for attention. In the speeches 
which the right hon. Gentleman delivered 
he had dwelt on these important subjects 
as illustrating the appalling neglect by 
the British Government of the affairs of 
Ireland. He read with profit and with 
hope every utterance of the right hon. 
Gentleman, whether made in England or 
in Ireland, and he observed with the 
keenest delight that he had got a full 
grasp of the wants of the people of the 
country. If they could impress upon 
him and the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury that the position of the Board 
of Works called for investigation, this 
debate would not have been in vain. He 
hoped the debate would not be lost on 
the Financial Secretary. He was certain 
it would not be lost on the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, and in another year's 
time he believed they would have another 
story to tell than the sad one which had 
been related by his hon. friends. 


Supply. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) said he was 
glad that this debate had taken place, if 
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only for the purpose of calling the atten- | LOWER THAMES TUNNEL RAILWAYS 


tion of the Liberal Party and of the 
Ministry to the necessity of doing some- 
thing in the way of enabling the Irish 
people within a reasonable time to have 
the management of their own local affairs. 
The hon. Member for North Armagh 
had stated that no man in Ireland at 
present had any reason to complain of 
the action of the Board of Works in 
dealing with small farmers who applied 
for loans to carry out useful improvements. 
He thought he would be able to satisfy 
the hon. Member that great difficulties 
were sometimes thrown in the way of 
small farmers who applied for loans. He 
had in his possession a shoal of letters 
which had passed between a sma'l farmer 
in his neighbourhood and the Board of 
Works in the past twelve months. That 
man acquired his holding under the 
Ashborne Act and applied for a loan of 
£55. In due course an engineer was 
sent down by the Board to make inquiries 
as to the works proposed to be carried 
out. The farmer informed the engineer 
that he intended to carry out the works 
with the aid of his own children. They 
had been assisting other farmers, and it 
occurred to him that the loan might be 
utilised in paying them wages in carrying 
out the works which he desired. The 
engineer reported to the Board of Works 
what the farmer proposed to do, and the 
Board declined to give the loan because 
he wished to carry out the works with 
the assistance of his own children. He 
thought that was a monstrous state of 
things. He himself had taken up the 
case and represented to the Board of 
Works that it was very unfair not to 
make the loan, but the Board insisted 
that they were justified in refusing it. 
A short time ago they instituted pro- 
ceedings against this unfortunate man 
for applying for the loan, and, a decree 
having been given against him, he had 
actually to pay for making the applica- 
tion. That was the most extraordinary 
thing he had ever heard of in connection 


with the action of any Board. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
Was postponed without Question put. 





BILL (By ORDER). 


Second Reading deferred till Thursday 
next. 


SUPPLY (CIVIL SERVICES AND 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS § ESTI- 
MATES). 


Postponed Proceeding on Question, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £24,468, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1908, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Public Works in [reland.”— 
(Mr. Delany,)—resumed. 


Mr. DUFFY, resuming his remarks, 
asked what had been done by the Board 
of Works in regard to the port of Kin- 
vara. A sum of £1,100 had been set 
apart for Kinvara, out of the grant made 
to the Board of Works to improve the 
ports of Ireland, while the Board of Agri- 
culture and other Boards had made ad- 
vances, making altogether about £2,000. 
But what had been done in improving 
the harborr since 1902? He understood 
that the Board of Works had carried out 
a portion of the work, and undertook to 
spend the sum of £1,900 on the construc- 
tion of a pier. They had ‘spent £1,369, 
but he wanted to know whether they had 
got value for the money. He had re- 
ceived many inquiries as to whether the 
rest of the money was to be handed over 
to the county council to carry out the 
remainder of the work. When was the 
Government going to take action with 
the view of allowing the county council to 
spend its own money? He was informed 
that the County Council of Galway had 
approved of the plans for the improve- 
ment of the harbour so long ago as 1905 ; 
but he had received complaints from his 
constituents that nothing had been done 
in regard to that particular harbour 
and making it accessible to boats. 
It was the bounden duty of the Govern- 


ment to step in and insist on the 
county council spending the money 


allocated in improving the harbour. 


Mr. J. P. NANNETTI called attention 
to the wages paid to the men employed in 
the public parks in Dublin. These men 
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were only paid from 14s. to 16s. per 
week, and the rate of living in Dublin 
was as high as in London, where the men 
were paid 24s. or more per week. Of 
course many men in these times were 
anxious to accept any wage offered in 
order to keep the wolf from the door. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that inquiry would 
be made in regard to the point raised by 
him. He himself considered that a full- 
grown man should be paid a living wage. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question, “That a sum, not 
exceeding £24,568, be granted to His 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1908, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Ottice of 
Public Works in Ireland,” put, and 
agreed to. 


3. £46,411, to complete the sum for 
Local Government Board, Ireland. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) said 
that if the Irish Boards were to be radically 
improved and put under popular con- 
trol as the Boards in Great Britain 
were, they in Ireland were willing to 
address themselves in the future to the 
practical work of carrying out the im- 
provement of local public works. If they 
in Ireland had the’ making and _ ad- 
ministration of their own lands there 
would be sufficient work for them to 
do and they might be able to draw a| 
veil of decency over the putrid corpse of | 
the past. Many hon. Members had 
not taken the opportunity of express- 
ing an opinion upon this subject, 
perhaps because of the coming measure 
which directly related to the Vote before | 
the Committee. He might be permitted 
to say in a single sentence that the right 
hon. Gentleman must not be surprised, 
or take it as a reflection upon him- 
self if some in Ireland, remembering 
the past and reading the forecasts and 
repeated statements that this Bill was in 
substance only a rehash of the despised 
and despicable thing concocted a few 
years ago by Unionist authors, re- 
served their opinion and their freedom 
of action with regard to his measure 
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course there was a possibility that his 
Bill might be found such as the Irish 
people could accept with safety and 
honour. In that spirit he abstained 
from going into the shady details of 
the Vote before the Committee. 
He might point out however that the 
Local Government Board for Ireland cost 
£92,411 while the corresponding Board 
for Scotland cost only £15,887, a fact 
which was in itself so striking and signi- 
ficant that comment would spoil it 
Everybody knew and admitted that 
instead of being governed six times 
better, Ireland was governed at_ least 
fifty times worse than Scotland. The 
ways in which the Board managed to 
spend all this money had been criticised, 
year after year, with no substantial re- 
sult. The more expensive an institution 
was, the greater the number end influence 
of those who drew a living from it, and 
who would defend it as their very lives, 
which no doubt it was. Although this 
horde of carrion had been quartered 
upon them in [reland against their will, 
even if they had the making and ad- 
ministration of their own laws to-morrow 
he supposed they would be obliged to 
pension the carrion. So it would be 
many long years before they could thank 
Heaven that they were rid of them. 
Every year the Chief Secretary for 
the time being promised reforms in 
some branch of the services. If those 
promises or even a tenth of them had 
been acted upon they should have little to 
complain of to-day. Why, for instance, 
with an almost omnipotent Government 
in power, had not the reforms promised 
a year ago been carried out? Once a 
Vote was passed either the promises were 
forgotten or the Chief Secretary found his 
nominal subordinates were too strong for 
him and he could not have his own way 
with them. They might ostensibly yield 
to throw him off his guard or to escape 
his strong hand ; but that was only to 
maintain the old rule in the long run and 
to leave the mechanism running in the 
old groove. They might stoop; but it 
always was to conquer. The stock ex- 
cuses for not carrying out reforms in 
Ireland were want of time, want of 
knowledge, and want of power. To expose 
the dishonesty of the plea of want of 
time, one had only to remember that it 
took no more time to do a good thing 
than to do a bad thing. Want of know- 
ledge on the part of the Minister, not 
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being their fault, 
excuse for making them suffer. Ministers, 
ex-Ministers, and future Ministers, were 
overflowing with knowledge and with bene- 


Supply. 


ficial projects for Great Britain: but it | 
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could be no valid{ of a beneficial character, but it was far 


was only after he had undertaken to | 


govern Ireland that an English state- 


man began reluctantly to learn the | 
rudiments of the situation there. He 


began by adopting the version supplied to 
him by his subordinates, which version he 
was unable to test. 
gan to dawn upon him, in spite of those 
gentlemen, he attempted to assert himself, 
they soon made the place too hot for him, 
and he sought peace at Washington or 
somewhere else. From their standpoint 
it was, however, all alien government, 
and they were under no obligation to dis- 
criminate between one Chief Secretary 
or another, whether he had occupied his 
position for twenty-four years or only 
twenty-four hours and whether he repre- 
sented a Liberal or a Conservative 
(sovernment. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN pointed 


out that the hon. Member was not speak- | 


ing to the Question before the Committee, 
which was a vote for the expenses of the 
Irish Local Government Board. The hon. 
Member seemed to be making general 
observations as to the administration of 
Ireland, but he must confine his remarks 
to the Local Government Board Vote. 


Mr. GINNELL said he had been 
endeavouring to explain the action of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, who was the Chief Secretary, and 
he thought what he said was relevant 
to the Vote. He did not think it was 
irrelevant in this connection to deny 
that no outsiders, good or bad, had a 
right to control their affairs. For the 
reason already stated he would deal 
with only one detail of the working 
of the Local Government Board, namely, 
the failure, at the bidding apparently of 
his subordinates, of the right hon, Gentle- 
man to allow district councils to avail 
themselves of the excellent opportunity 
afforded by the Labourers Act for break- 
ing in upon desert green ranches and 
sprinkling them with small holdings and 
with a class of people who were certain 
to be actually needed as soon as those 
green ranches could be broken up. ‘This 
was a class of work which was recognised 
in England and Scotland to be undoubtedly 


If when the truth be- | 
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more urgently needed in certain parts of 
Ireland where agriculture was the only 
industry. If the Chief Secretary were 
strong enough to favour and promote, as 
the law enabled him to do, the creation 
of such temporary holdings as were 
suggested within the limits of the councils’ 
borrowing powers, a means of living in 
comparative comfort in Ireland would 
be found for many who must otherwise 
leave the country. After they had 
worked and paid for these holdings for 
some years they could easily be made 
purchasers of them under the Land Acts, 
and the district councils would be re- 
lieved of so much of the burden. It was 
not too late even yet to do this. The 
only outstanding question was one which 
the Chief Secretary, as President of the 
Local Government Board, and no one else 
could answer. That question was whether 
he would consider this suggestion with 
an open mind and exercise the power 
which the law gave him to put it into 
operation in spite of the antipathy of his 
subordinates in the Department. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) warmly 
supported the suggestion of his hon. 
friend that the right hon. Gentleman 
should allow the district councils to 
satisfy the hunger for small holdings. 
He also urged encouragement of direct 
labour in road making—the result of 
which had been that better roads had 
been produced than under the system 
of contractors—and the extension of the 
system of boarding out children. He 
hoped both these systems would be 
extended, because, in many cases, the 
results had been most gratifying. In 
three cases the children did not know 
they were Poor Law children; they 
adopted the names of those who brought 
them up and became useful members of 
society. He thought an extension of 
the system would be most beneficial, 
because everybody must recognise that 
the atmosphere of a union was not 
one in which children should be 
brought up. While he read with 
pleasure some of the paragraphs in the 
Report he considered it on the whole the 
most dismal document he had ever read. 
He had always thought that poverty in 
Ireland was decreasing, but the Report on 
the contrary showed that poverty and 
distress were increasing, while the popu- 
lation wasi decreasing. The statistics 
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showed that the daily average of ;|to remove the stigma of pauperism 
those in receipt of indoor and out- | from them, and to allow them to grow up 
door relief, including the people being | and take their rightful position in the 
treated in the hospitals, was 106,051 | population of the land. There were 
last year as against 101,251 in the | many points which the Nationalists 
previous year ; “in other words, one | would like to discuss in reference to the 
in every forty-one of the population | Local Government Board, but naturally 
were in receipt of relief. He did not | under the present circumstances they 
think a more damning condemnation of felt this was hardly the occasion to refer 
the government of a country could ‘to them. He would, therefore, confine 
be found. He hoped a better state | his observations to one point. For several 
of things was in store for Ireland, | years past the industrial movement in 
and when the Treasury and those re- | Ireland had been growing in importance, 
sponsible for the Treasury spoke of | and it was unfortunate that the Local 
the demands that were made upon the | Government Board had exercised its 
Treasury purse, he hoped they would | power over the unions and _ district 
bear these figures in mind, and re- | councils of the country in a manner 
member that a great deal of the “which, he thought, detrimental to the 
pauperism complained of was the direct | efforts now being made in Ireland to 
result of the system of government to | recover their loss industries and the 
which Ireland was subjected. He | efforts of the Irish to rur. the country 
ventured last vear to suggest that in the | for themselves. The action of the Local 
working of the Labourers Act it would | Government Board in surcharging the 
be of great advantage if the Local | guardians had been on occasions short- 
Government Board informed the different | sighted to a degree, and would not be 
unions and district councils of Ireland | credited in this country. The Local 
that they had plans of various types of | Government Board seemed to a great 
cottages which were at the disposal of the | extent to have made a fetish of the 
local authorities. Thousands of cottages | lowest tender and had surcharged boards 
had been erected under the Labourers | of guardians because they hi id accepted 
Act. Some were good and some were | tenders of Irish traders for goods of 
bad. Every man must be interested in | Irish manufacture at a higher price. 
seeing that when money was laid out for | The fact that a contractor had put in 
such purposes it should be well expended, | the lowest tender was sufficient for 
that the cottages should be good, sightly, | the Board to say the contract must be 
and at the same time comfortable for "accepted, and no allowance was made for the 
those who had to inhabit them. The | reasons put forward by the guardians for 
Local Government Board had _ seen | accepting higher tenders. He would call 
cottages erected under their plans, and | attention to a judgment given in the 
were in a position now to say which in | High Courts recently to show how the 
their opinion was the best plan and what | question of low tender was regarded in 
class of house was most suitable. He | this country. It was reported in Zhe 
made the suggestion that the Local | 7imes of May lst. In that case the High- 
Government Board should place them- | ways Committee of the Westminister City 
selves in communication with the differ- | Council, who had been surcharged for 
ent councils and unions in Ireland offer- | not having accepted the lowest tender, 
ing them access to these plans, because | denied that they had been negligent and 
in his opinion it would be much better | pleaded that they had accepted the 
for the local authorities to use these plans | tender most advantageous to the city. 
than to erect unsuitable cottages. | The Lord Chief Justice, in his judgment, 

said— 

*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he | “The next surcharges were those made 
cordially agr eed with his hon. friend that | against the Members of the Highways Com- 
the sy stem of boarding out Poor Law en and these rested entirely upon the fact 


that the Committee had not accepted the lowest 
children should be widely extended. It | tenders. W hile the duties of an auditor under 


was extremely hopeful that the system | the Act they were considering were much more 
of boarding out in Ireland was ‘being important than those of an auditor of a com- 
taken up more and more, because the eee ond th ord sagt 7 ne 
" juagment oO 10nest men who had come to 
; — had - to merge the Poor Law bona fide decision on these matters. Perhaps 
children in the population of the country, | there was no better illustration of that than in 


Mr. Power. 
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the acceptance of tenders. Any one with 
knowledge of these matters knew that the 
greatest mischief sometimes came about by the 
acceptance of the lowest tender; and, in his 
opinion, it would be most dangerous to say that, 
given honest Members of the committee 
{against whose character or position in the 
present instance not a word had been said), 
simply because they had not accepted 
the lowest tender that was prima facie 


evidence that they had _ not discharged 
taeir duty. He could well imagine that 


taere might be the acceptance of a higher 
tender under circumstances that would give 
lise to suspicion of corruption or want of good 
faith ; but for an auditor to have assumed the 
responsibility of saying that the tenders in 
this case ought not to have been accepted, and 
others ought to have been accepted, because 
ona hypothetical calculation the council would 
ave saved so much, would be opening the 
door to a most dangerous practice.” 

Mr. Justice Darling and Mr. Justice 
Phillimore also gave judgments in which 
they concurred in that given by the 
Lord Chief Justice. He had quoted this 
to show that the acceptance of a tender 
which was not the lowest, if it was done 
for good reason, was borne out by 
the judgment of the High Court. 
Now, in Ireland boards of guardians 
had to deal with tenders from Irish con- 
tractors whose prices were a little dearer, 
but whose tenuers were accepted not on 
grounds of mere sentiment, but because 
the goods were of better quality, and 
because the extra service which was got 
out of them more than made up for the 
difference in cost. He instanced the 
question of clothing and of medical 
supplies. Big English firms tendered at 
lower prices than the Irish firms. They 
were able to do so because they were 
big organisations, and were therefore in 
a position to cut prices, and compete un- 
fairly with the Irish firms. Though these 
English firms quoted low figures to begin 
with, it was perfectly well known that 
once they established a monopoly prices 
would go up, and the ratepayers would 
have to pay higher prices in the future. 
The Irish firms reduced their tenders, but 
not to such an extent as the English 
firms; yet there were advantages to 
Irish boards in making their contracts 
with the Irish firms for medical supplies. 
It there was an outbreak of disease or an 
epidemic occurred, say in his own county 
of Kerry, it was convenient that they 
should be able rapidly to obtain 
supplies from a medical supply com- 
pany in Cork, but it would be very 
inconvenient if the contractor was in 
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Liverpool or in London, or in some 
other distant part of the United Kingdom. 
When they came to the question of 
clothing, economics played an important 
part. They might have a low tender for 
an article which was not pure wool ; but 
the board would give the Irish contractor 
the contract for the reason that his goods 
were wool throughout. Would it not be 
ridiculous to interfere with the Board on 
the grounl that the English tenderer’s 
price was lower than that of the Irish 
contractor, when the real consideration 
was that the English contractor had ten- 
dered for goods which were not all wool, 
whereas the goods of the [rish contractor 
were wool throughout and had double and 
treble the lasting value? He read a short 
time ago that in 1881 the experiment 
was tried in North Dublin of getting only 
Irish clothing. They paid a little more 
for it, but the result of one or two vears 
experience proved that because of the 
excellence of the goods they were actually 
making a saving for the ratepayers. 
They wanted to be able to give a_prefer- 
ence for their own gools, a preference 
which was demanded by their excellence. 
It was not a fiscal question, a tariff ques- 
tion, or a free-trade question. They said 
that though Irish goods were a little bit 
more expensive yet they were of such ex- 
cellent quality that a pablic body was 
justified in accepting a slightly higher 
tender from the contractor for Irish 


goods. The question of industrial re- 
vival in Ireland was spreading through 
all classes, and he was very glad 
that a number of their public bodies 
were doing what they could to 


promote Irish industries. But in any 
event Irish ratepayers were not fools ; 
they were not go’ns t) pay continually 
for goods which were not of better value 
than the Irish ones. They were asking 
for no undue preference in this matter ; 
they merely said that the Lord Chief 
Justice had decided that when a body 
honestly accepted a tender which was not 
the lowest, it was not fair that the auditor 
should be able to upset contracts simply 
because a higher tender had been accepted. 
The importance of this matter was such 
that a conference of public bodies and 
boards of guardians had been held, at 
which they arrived at the conclusion that 
the best way to further Irish industries 
was to standardise, as regarded public 
contracts, the various articles which they 
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required, so that if in all unions they ac- 
cepted standard articles, Irish manufac- 
turers would be able to manufacture on a 
larger scale and be able to tender at 
lower prices than at present. He hoped 
that in these matters the right hon. 
Gentleman would see that the Local 
Government Board did their best to 
further the industries of the country. 
That, unfortunately, had not been done 
in past years, for often the initiative 
of the Irish people had been crushed, 
and instead of having been helped 
their efforts had been stultified. He 
trusted that the question would re- 
ceive the consideration of the right hon. 
Gentleman and of the Department, and 
that the interests of Irish industries, 
wherever possible, would be furthered. 


Supply. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he was much 
obliged to hon. Gentlemen opposite for 
their criticisms and the moderation of 
their remarks. The Local Government 
Board of Ireland was under the able 
Vice-Presidency of Sir Henry Robinson, 
who was one of the most devoted servants 
that Ireland could hope to have under 
any form of government. Sir Henry 
Robinson was a man whose acquaintance 
he had made only since his short tenure 
of office, and, if nothing else came of it, 
he would be glad that he had been 
brought into contact with so able and 
devoted a man, whose interest in Ireland 
had struck him forcibly every time it 
had been his great advantage to converse 
with him. He was quite sure that hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would, if they could 
enjoy the privilege of knowing and con- 
versing with Sir Henry Robinson, share 
the opinion which he now unhesitatingly 
expressed of that distinguished public 
servant. The Local Government Board 
of any country had difficult duties to 
perform, and it could not always be 
popular if it performed those duties 
properly. No public department could 
do its duty properly if it did not aim at 
the popularity which followed after long 
years of good work rather than the 
popularity which was sought after by 


Mr. Boland. 


{COMMONS} 





1148 


making easy the path of everybody with 
whom it was brought into contact. The 
hon. Member for East Waterford had made 
a number of interesting observations with 
which he, as President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and the Vice-President en- 
tirely sympathised. He had referred to the 
question of getting the work on the roads 
done directly rather than indirectly. Ex- 
perts not only in England, but also in Ire- 
land, entertained the view that it was 
advantageous to get the work on the roads 
done directly rather than by contract, 
Everybody agreed with the observations of 
the hon. Member for East Waterford in 
regard to the boarding-out of pauper 
children. That work could only be done— 
he was going to say lovingly —with great 
knowledge of the character of the people 
to whom the children were sent, and by 
personally calling upon the children in 
their cottage homes. He knew of no 
country where this system of boarding-out 
was likely to be more successful than 
among the kindly population of Ireland. 
The guardians were the authority for this 
work ; but the Local Government Board 
would do all they could to encourage 
efforts in this direction. The figures which 
had been quoted relating to poverty and 
pauperism in Ireland were of a lamentable 
and melancholy character, though he 
thought they were not worse than the 
figures for England. The Irish Govern- 
ment would do all they could to prevent 
any increase in pauperism, but the Local 
Government Board could not be made 
responsible for the increase in outdoor 
relief. He thought it was desirable that 
the Local Government Board should 
supply to the district councils model plans 
for the erection of model cottages, which 
had been proved to be efficient, economical, 
and convenient in other parts of the 
country. He would undertake to look 
into the matter to see exactly how things 
stood. If he might allude to his personal 
intercourse with Sir Henry Robinson, that 
was a point upon which the Vice-President 
held strong views, and they were quite in 
accord with the views expressed by the 
hon. Member. The hon. Member for South 


Supply. 
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upon an important subject, namely, the 
question of always being bound to accept 
the lowest tender. 


He quite agreed with | 


{2 May 1907} 


Kerry had made an interesting speech | ment 


the judgment of the Lord Chief Justice | 


of England as to the folly of laying it 
down as an absolute rule in all circum- 
stances that fiduciary bodies should be 
hound to accept the lowest tender irre- 
spective of their own opinion of the 
articles supplied. The cheapest articles 
were not always the best. They should 
aim at getting the most suitable article at 
the cheapest price. In such a matter as 
clothing, no doubt, the solution was for 
public bodies to determine by sample the 
sort of thing wanted, and make it known, 
and when those interested in Irish indus- 
tries were able to produce that kind of 
article he was sure they would have the 
preference. Medical supplies were some- 
what different, because half the cost of 
drugs supplied to workhouses was paid 
for out of Imperial funds, and there was 
not quite the same check on the guardians. 
In that matter, therefore, it was desirable 
to take a somewhat strict view. 


Supply. 1150 


Board had in any particular 
instance exercised their control partially 
or unwisely. 


Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.) said 
the question of tenders was a very acute 
one in Ireland, though he did _ not 
suggest that there had been any general 
dereliction of duty in the matter by 
Irish public bodies. frequently the Local 
Government Board had had to remind 
public bodies in Ireland as to what 
their duty was in regard to tenders. 
With regard to the Sligo County Coun- 
cil, it would be remembered that the 
Government had to adopt some very 
drastic measures in regard to the action 
'of that body in accepting a tender which 
| was at least 50 per cent. higher than the 
lowest tender, and the Local Government 
Board had been blamed for declaring that 
| contract null and void. Speaking broadly, 
| he thought public bodies in Ireland had 
‘safeguarded the public interest 
'regarded their acceptance of public ten- 
| ders. He agreed with what had fallen 


as 


It had | from the Chief Secretary in regard to 


sometimes been brought to their notice | contracts for medicines, because there were 


that some boards of guardians preferred | 
to buy their drugs from Irish firms ; but | 
it seemed to be overlooked that many of 
those drugs were not of Irish manufacture, 
and really 
middlemen, and in no sense of the word 
could they be said to be supplying Irish 
goods. He did not think, however, that 
it would advisable 
hold upon boards of guardians. 
hot casting any imputation upon Irish 
hoards of guardians, who did their work 
as well as the English boards of guardians, 
but they did require looking after, because 
irregularities had been proved against 
them—not acts of dishonesty, but acts 
of favouritism, which cast a burden on 
the ratepayers which ought not to have 
heen so cast. Whoever controlled the 
Local Government Board would be play- 
ing avery unpatriotic part if they did not 
maintain a very high standard and keep 
a sharp control over boards of guardians. 
He did not think that the Local Govern- 


be 
He was 


the Irish firms were only | 


to relax their | 


no more important contracts entered into 
by boards of guardians. It was extremely 
important in that matter that cenders 
should be accepted only from really 
responsible persons. He knew what he 
| was speaking of when he stated that 
there were at least three or four firms of 
the very first standing in Ireland who 
were fit to compete with any firms in the 
wholesale drug line either in Liverpool or 
London. He thought the practice of 
boards of guardians in this matter should 
be to accept the lowest tender, because 
there was always this safeguard, that 


the medical officer was responsible 
for seeing that the guardians 
got what they were paying for. 


Considering that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer reimbursed the boards of 
guardians he thought the Chief Secre- 
tary had taken a proper attitude in this 
important matter. He was surprised to 
‘find from the accounts of the Local 
| Government Board that this Government, 











1151 


which came into office on a cry of 
retrenchment, and on the principle of 
economy, should have presented a Budget 
promising a large increase of £12,845 in 
connection with this important depart- 
ment. He cordially joined in the tribute 
paid by the Chief Secretary to the head 
of the department. He had a splendid 
record of public service. 


Supply. 


In the item for | 


{COMMONS} 


salaries and wages there was an increase | 


of £5,814. 
£252 to an auditor while one of the 


Commissioners was performing other 
duties. Referring to the transfer from 


this important department to another 
public department of one of its chief 
officials, he presumed that the Govern- 
ment were strictly within their right, 
but he thought he would have the 
sympathy of the Committee when he said 
it was not in the public interest that a 


There was an allowance of | 


permanent official, who had been for any | 
considerable period of years in a par- | 
ticular department, should be transferred | 


to another department. The principle 


; return 


was an unsound one, and should not | 


be lightly resorted to. The cost of 
the transfer in this case was £252, and 


necessary under the Labourers Acts. 


he submitted that the Government would | 


have had no difficulty in getting another 
gentleman equally or probably better quali- 
fied as regarded this particular depart- 
ment, to undertake the work without the 
prospect of any reward. 


The Estimate | 


also included £3,000 for temporary in- | 


spectors, as against £1,020 in the previous 
year. That was a phenomenal increase, 
and he awaited with interest any possible 
explanation which might be given. He 


| 


| organisation of the 
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to the cost of the audit of public accounts, 
he was sure that hon. Members were 
aware, from the protests which had heen 
addressed to them, that charges made 


Supply. 


| upon public bodies for auditing their 
| accounts were a cause of much complaint. 
| He had the utmost sympathy with the 


protests, and yet he felt that a full and 
efficient audit was an absolute necessity 
to pubiic bodies in Ireland. No public 
body had a right to object to it, but he 
thought it reasonable to suggest that the 
large annual increase in the cost of the 
audit was a matter that required close 
investigation by the Chief Secretary. 
Last year the Public Audit Department 
cost the country £13,825, while the 
receipts amounted to only £6,500. He 
asked for further information with regard 
to that £6,500. He submitted that the 
Department called 
for close supervision, believing that the 
total cost involved was entirely out of 
proportion to the work done and the 
obtained for it. He knew that 
considerable extra cost had been thrown 
on the department through the inquiries 
To 
that additional cost he offered no objec- 
tion, because he believed the work was 
necessary and would be increasingly 
valuable. There the  Esti- 
mates this vear a salary of £800 per 
annum for an additional assistant secre- 
tary. What was the meaning of that 
appointment ? While he valued the work 


was on 


| of this important department, and had no 


asked also for an explanation of the | 


increase with respect to the clerical staff. 


temporary lady inspectors. He 
gested that there should be nothing 


sug: | 


temporary about the employment of Jady | 


inspectors who were fulfilling important 
and valuable work. He had the utmost 
pleasure in saying, from _ personal 
knowledge, that there was no more 
valuable work done in Ireland than that 
performed by the lady inspectors in 
looking after boarded-out children. 


Mr. Barrie. 


| 


desire to offer carping criticism, he 
thought the Committee was entitled to 
explanations from the Government of the 


increases to which he had called attention. 
There was an item in the Estimates for | 


As | of the labourer or any other person. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL — For 
IRELAND (Mr. CuHerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange) said the hon. Member for 
West Meath seemed to be under some 
misapprehension as to the powers of the 
Local Government Board under the 
Labourers Act of last session. The Act 
gave no increased powers to the Board to 
acquire unoccupied land for the purposes 
He 
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understood the hon. Gentleman to say 
that it did. He thought the charge 
which the hon. Gentleman made had 
reference to the action of the Board in 
not seeking to get unoccupied land placed 
at the disposal of the labourers. 


Supply. 


Mr. GINNELL: In not allowing the 
district councils to do it. 


Mr. CHERRY said the hon. Member 
did not mention any specific case. While 
the Board had no power to acquire un- 
occupied land, they might refuse under 
the Act to assent to a scheme brought 
forward for the purpose of providing 
labourers cottages or allotments for 


labourers where cottages had already | 


heen built. When schemes were brought 
before the Board their inspectors reported 
upon them. After considering these 
reports the Board sanctioned or refused 
the schemes, and in respect of any 
decision come to an appeal lay to the 
County Court Judge. There was no 
allegation, so far as he was aware, that 
the Board had interfered unjustifiably in 
the way of objecting to a scheme being 
carried out. Might he remind the Com- 
mittee what the powers conferred by the 
Act of 1906 were ? One section enabled 
the Estates Commissioners to sell, for the 
purposes of labourers, parcels of un- 
occupied land which they had acquired 
under the Act of 1903. Another section 
enabled the Estates Commissioners, when 
disposing of unoccupied land, to sell to 
district councils for the purpose of carry- 
ing out schemes sanctioned under the 
Labourers Act. In other words, they had 
a voluntary transfer of land instead of 
compnisory purchase, thus effecting a 
saving of expense and trouble. These 
were, so far as he was aware, the 
only two conditions of the Act which 
affected the question. The Estates 
Commissioners were given further powers 
last year in respect to unoccupied 
lands to be transferred to district 
councils, and the Commissioners would, 
no doubt, turn their attention to 


this matter when the more pressing 
VOL. CLXXIII. 
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claims of the evicted tenants were dis- 
posed of. He was quite sure that in a very 
short time the whole of the evicted tenants 
would be dealt with by the Estates 
Commissioners. As to the increases 
in the Local Government Board Vote re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member for London- 
derry, N., the whole staff of the Board 
had had to be increased in consequence 
of the increase of work imposed upon it by 
Parliament. Under the Labourers Act 
of last year, no less than 41,000 cottages 
had been applied for. Every Act passed 
for Ireland meant additional expense for 
administration and clerical work in the 
different Departments. There was, for 
instance, £3,000 in this Vote for tem- 
porary inspectors who were engaged at 
the present moment in conducting in- 
quiries all over the country. Then there 
was a considerable increase in the cor- 
respondence with the different county 
councils, which entailed increased expendi- 
The need was not a temporary 
but a permanent one, and it would not be 
advisable that some officers in the 
Department should hold permanent 
appointments and others only temporary 
appointments. 


Mr. MOORE said that those who were 
interested in the labourers question had 
watched very closely the first year’s Esti- 
nates after the passing of the Labourers 
Act. They had been assured, in the first 
place, that the result of that Act would be 
a great cheapening of procedure; but 
when they came to look at the Estimates 
they found that every penny of 
the charges had to be met by the 
local authorities. This year the ex- 
penses had risen from £2,000 to £6,000, 
and the cost of the arbitration proceed- 
ings from £2,500 to £7,000. A very 
significant note appeared at the foot 
of the page in the Estimates referring 
to the Labourers Acts, which stated that 
the Appropriation-in-Aid had been paid 
by the local bodies. It was very easy for 
the Government to put down an increase 
of expenditure in this large-hearted way, 
but the ratepayers had to make it good. 


2R 
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It was particularly unfortunate that the 
Government should have chosen this year 
to increase the expenditure threefold, 
because in the same year they had 
reduced the Grants-in-Aid to local bodies 
in the north of Ireland. In the county 
of Antrim the grant had been reduced by 
£2,400, although in North Antrim they 
had built ten new cottages. This 
question affected not only the ratepayers, 
but the labourers, who were least able to 
protect themselves; because, when -the 
local bodies found that the rates were 
going up from 6d. to 8d, in the £, to 
supply labourers cottages, it made the 
local bodies unwilling to supply the 
accommodation wanted. 


Supp ly. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Would the 
hon. Member say what he had done for 
his labourers ? 


Mr. MOORE said he did not want to 
boast of what he had done; but when he 
had been asked by the local authority 
what he would do, he wrote at once to 
say that he would give four acres of land 
for labourers cottages., He was there- 
fore not at all ashamed of his record as 
to what he had done for the labourers on 
his estate. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) maintained 
that the picture given of the results of 
the Act of last year by the hon. Member 
was a (lishonest one. It had been said 
that the estimate for inquires was in- 
creased. Why? Because more cottages 
were about to be built in the next two 
or three years than were built in the 
previous quarter of a century. A more 
preposterous and unfounded speech was 
never delivered than that of the hon. 
Gentleman. It might be true that more 
cottages had been built in North Antrim 
than in Mayo, because in North Antrim 
there were large numbers of labourers, 
and in Kast Mayo there were hardly any. 
He supported the Bill because he thought 
the money ought to be spent where the 


labourers cottages were needed, and 
therefore his withers were unwrung. 


Mr. Moore. 


{COMMONS} 
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The hon. Gentleman ought to be ashamed 
to speak on this subject at all. If he 
had any sense of decency --— 


Supply. 


Mr. MOORE: Is that expression not 
disorderly ? 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : I see 
nothing disorderly in it. It is a matter of 
opinion. 


Mr. MOORE: I beg to say, Mr, 
Chairman, that [ am utterly indifferent to 
the hon. Member’s opinion. 


Mr. DILLON said he was entitled to 
his opinion. The conduct of the counties 
in the provinces of Leinster and Munster 
was most creditable. In most of the 
counties of Ulster they had been most 
selfish, and if they had lost money under 
the Act of last year they had only done so 
in proportion to the extent which they had 
shirked their duty to the labourers. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said that Members for the North of Ire- 
land had ,always admitted that the 
Labourers Acts were not well admin- 
istered there, but that was the fault 
of the local authorities. The labour- 
ers in the North of Ireland required 
cottages, however, just as much as the 
labourers in county Cork. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo helped them by 
stealing the money which would have 
helped to build these houses, and taking it 
to the south of Ireland. It was true that 
money had been accumulated which ought 
to have been spent long ago, and that 
money would have been spent had it 
not been for the act of robbery to which 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
lent themselves last session and which 
deprived the labourers of the north of 
Ireland of hundreds of cottages. No 
doubt hon. Members from Ireland sitting 
below the gangway thought it good 
business to take £10,000 from the 
labourers of the north of Ireland to their 
own part of the country, yet the hon. 
Member for East Mayo found fault with 
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the natural indignation which his hon. | effort to pass it. 


friend exhibited when the recollection 
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| 
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They deliberately 
‘allowed it to remain even to the 


of what happened last session in regard | 


to this matter was brought home to him. 
He agreed to the full with his two hon. 
friends below him, and he agreed with 
the hon. Member for North Derry that 
the creation of a new Secretary with a 
sulary of £800 a year, together with the 
other charges to which their attention 
had been drawn, was not likely to help 
the cause of the labourers in the north 
of Ireland. They first of all robbed them 
of £10,000 a year, and then asked them 
to pay what appeared upon the face of it 
to be an unusually large charge. He hoped 
the Chief Secretary would give some ex- 
planation with regard to this. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL (Dublin 
University) thought it would be 
desirable before the discussion closed 
that there should be some further ex- 
planation of the enormous increase 
in the Estimate for the ensuing year. 
The Attorney-General might be right 


in saying that to some extent it 
was due to the additional number of 


applications that were pending by reason 
of the Act of last session. At the 
same time it was impossible that that 
could account for the enormous increase 
of £12,000, and it was equally impossible 
that it could explain the necessity of a 
new permanent official at a salary of £800 
ayear, The great increase in the number 
of applications could not goon. There 
was last year a very large increase owing 
to the increased facility, but that increase 
would every year get proportionately less, 
and the duties of the Local Government 
Board in connection with the Labourers 
Act would also decrease. Under the 
Act of last session the increased expenses 


incidental to the larger demand antici-. 


pated was supposed to be financed by an 
Act of the same session by £9,000 ; the 
Government introduced a Bill for the 
purpose of cutting down the number of 
Judges by two and of reducing the Lord 
Chancellor's salary from £8,000 


end of the session, and they did it 
without the slightest complaint or re- 
monstrance from hon. Members for 
Ireland below the Gangway. 


*Toe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order. You cannot discuss this on the 
question of the Vote. The Local Gov- 
ernment Board is not responsible for the 
failure to pass legislation. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL thought the 
Deputy-Chairman had not quite appreci- 
ated his point. He was calling attention to 
the large increase in the Estimate in con- 
nection with the administration of the 
Labourers Act for the ensuing year, 
and he was pointing out that the fund 
contemplated by the Bill of last year to 
finance the Act had not been provided. 
With the greatest confidence he sub- 
mitted that that was perfectly in order 
in connection with the subject they were 
now discussing. 


Mr. DILLON, on the point of order, 
said that even if it were in order to discuss 
this matter from the point of view put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman, 
he would call attention to the fact that 
that Act abolishing the Judges had 
nothing whatever to do with the in- 
creased expenditure thrown upon the 
Votes. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said that 
did not at all get rid of the point that 
while there was not merely an increased 
Estimate of over £12,000, but there had 
also been no provision made such as was 
contemplated, namely, an annual sum of 
£9,000, to finance last year’s Act. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : This is 


a Local Government Vote. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said that it 


| was the Local Government Board which 


to | 


had toadminister the Labourers Act, and 


£2,000, but they never made the slightest lit was their administration and financial 
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management that had been the subject 
of the debate. He had listened with the 
greatest pleasure to the by no means 
exaggerated terms in which the right 
hon. Gentleman had referred to the Vice- 
President of the Local Government 
Board. He had been officially connected 
with him for a few years, and very 
frequently came in contact with him. 
His experience of Sir Henry Robinson 
coincided with that of the right hon. 
Gentleman, that in the Vice-President 
they had an officer whose whole desire 
was to discharge his duties efficiently, 
and with due regard to every interest 
concerned in Ireland. On the question 
of the lowest tender, he agreed with 
the hon. Member for South Kerry, that 
to lay down an inflexible rule that in 
every case the lowest tender must 
necessarily be accepted by boards of 
guardians, or by any other public bodies, 
would be a very great mistake ; but he 
could not conceive it possible that the 
occasion would ever arise, because if 
hoards of guardians were compelled to 
accept in every case the lowest tender 
they would be obliged to accept the 
shoddy goods of an English firm, while 
they could have got for a slight additional 
sum pure woollen goods from an Irish 
But the answer to that was obvious. 


Supply. 


firm. 


{COMMONS} 


No sensible board of guardians would | 
‘separate department with an assistant 


ever accept a tender for shoddy goods ; 
they would require a sample, and would 
contract for delivery according to the 
approved sample. He had been pleased 


‘tions caused an enormous 


to hear, however, the strongly expressed | 
‘the rest of it, and it was found that a 


views of the hon. Member for South 


industries. By accepting the higher 
tender they could encourage Irish in- 


dustries against English manufactured | 
/and the money had got to be repaid ; so 


goods, rather than accept the English 
tender at the lower price. That was, he 
thought, the elementary lesson of pro- 
tection, and he was glad that the idea 
at least on the benches below the Gang- 
way, among hon. Members from Ireland, 
was making some headway. He could 
only say that he thoroughly endorsed 
what had been said by the right hon. 


Mr. James Campbell. 
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Gentleman in regard to the question of 
the lowest tender. He quite agreed that 
no such inflexible rule should be, or ever 
had been, adopted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. But speaking generally, 
everything else being equal, he thought 
the lowest tender should be accepted, and 
the possible danger of getting inferior 
goods could be obviated by deciding ona 
sample, and requiring a delivery up to the 
standard and quality of that sample. 
Subject to that limitation he quite agreed 
that the Local Government Board could 
not lay down the inflexible rule that in 
every case the lowest tender must be 
accepted. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he had listened 
with great pleasure to the very high 
character which had been given of the 
Vice-President of the Local Government 


| Board by the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 


site. The increased Estimate for the Local 
Government Board was due partly to 
the natural increment of great offices of 
this kind, owing to the desire of officials 
for higher salaries, but was mainly ac- 
counted for by the extra work thrown 
upon the Board by the new Labourers 
Act. The number of applications for 
cottages and sites now amounted to 
46,000, and it was felt that things would 
get into a hopeless muddle unless a 


These applica- 
increase of 
work ; there were inquiries to be made, 
sites to be selected, arbitrations, and all 


secretary Was organised. 


Kerry in favour of protecting Irish separate department to deal with the 


work was absolutely necessary if hopeless 
confusion was to be avoided. These 
cottages were to be built all over Ireland 


that there would be work for many 
a long year, in connection with these 
Acts, for the Local Government Board to 
do. He, therefore, thought that there was 
nothing at all improvident in this matter. 
In regard to the point raised by the hon. 
Member for Derry as to a public audit, 
it was a matter which he would look inte 
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and ascertain what the explanation of it 
was. Sir Henry Robinson was to have 
been present that night, but he was too 


unwell to leave Ireland. He would look | 
into the matter and see whether any | 


reduction could be effected in what cer- 


tainly appeared to be a large figure. He 


did not want to go into the controversy 
about the cottages in the north of Ireland. 
They had been told by the hon. Gentle- 


man opposite that his predecessor was a | 
sort of highway robber, who in combina: | 


tion with other persons of the same 
kidney, inflicted a cruel blow upon several 
counties in Ireland. 
Gentlemen that the object of Section 18 
was to secure an equitable distribution. 
The following example would show the 
inequity of the former method of distri- 
bution—county Antrim, share for the 


year 1905-6, £2,453, and number of | 


cottages erected since 1891, 212 
Cork, £3,466 and 2,030 respectively ; 
Tyrone, £1,926 and 184; Limerick, 
£1,553 and 2,647 ; Down £2,010 and 235. 
As to the distribution of the Exchequer 
grants, he pointed out that the money 
had to be allocated among the various 
counties, according to shai liabilities 
under the Labourers Acts. If that were 
robbery, it was one of which he should | 
be very proud. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he would like 


to see more equity in dealing with the | 


north of Ireland. His hon. friend would 
have exhausted the strongest Parliamen- 
tary language permissible if he had ex- 


representing Ulster thought of this 
deliberate spoliation and robbery, by 


the labourers in the north simply because 
they were Unionists. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Is it in order for the 
hon. Member to impute motives ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said that it was | 


no doubt only in order to impute motives 


when one happened to be outside the | 


House. 


[Cries of “ Withdraw.” ] | 
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He must tell hon. | 


2; county | 
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| *THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Surely 


| cae 
the hon. Member knows that it is worse 


to impute motives inside the House ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he knew it 
| was safer to impute them outside, but if 
"requested to withdraw the expression, he 
would do so at once. The hon. Member for 
Kast Mayo had made a more violent and 
vitriolic speech than usual. He had said 
that the counties in the North of Ireland 
were being justly punished by having 
this amount of money taken away from 
them for the building of cottages, because 
‘he thought those cottages should be 
erected in the south and west of Ireland, 
where political opinions were more in 
accord with his own. 


Mr. DILLON said that no money was 
taken away. The distribution had been 
|altered because certain places in the 
North of Ireland had refused to spend 
the money on cottages. 


| Mr. T. L. CORBETT said the Ulster 
Members had never defended the action 
| of certain local authorities in refusing to 
| build cottages, but had brought pressure 
/on them to spend the money at their 
| disposal. The Government had delibe- 
rately said that, because local authorities 
| had not spent the money at their disposal 
in the North of Ireland in every case, 
they would punish the labourers for the 
fault of those local authorities. [‘ No,” 
and “Hear, hear.”] The money would 
have been spent if the Government had 


/chosen to put pressure on the local 
pressed half of what the hon. Members | 


authorities, instead of robbing them as 
they were doing now, simply because 


: they were Unionist, and devoting the 
Which money had been filched away from | 


money to their new allies below the 


_gangway. He joined with the represen- 


tatives of Ulster in making a most earnest 


| protest against what they believed to be 


a deliberate injustice to the part of the 


country they represented and one which, 


| he feared, was dictated by purely political 
motives. 


Sirk HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said there were 
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certain aspects of this Vote which required 
more attention. He had had a long ex- 
perience in drawing up Estimates, and he 
knew how difficult it was to get them 
passed by the Treasury and through the 
House. He was bound to say that he 
had never before, in any Estimate, seen 
an increase so little justified by any 
arguments from the front bench opposite. 
He understood that the money adminis- 
tered under the Labourers Act amounted 
to about £60,000 a year. If hon. Mem- 
bers would look at the heads A and F 
for 1907-8, and compare them with 
1906-7, they would find that there was 
an increase of nearly £15,000. That was 
avery large amount. The increase of ex- 
penses on the sum administered had been 
25 per cent. Such an increase, so little 
justified, he had never known. Five or 
six per cent. of the total cost for expenses 
of administration was amply sufficient. 
He could only protest that these Esti- 
mates showed that the administrative 
charges were largely in excess of the 
proportion they ought to bear to the 
amounts administered. Some check 
should be put upon the extravagance 
in administration. The Departments in 
Ireland seemed to administer on prin- 
ciples totally different from those applied 
in Scotland or England. When he was 
in the Scottish Education Department 
any increase in administrative cost, how- 
ever small, was most jealously judged, and 
rightly so. The Committee should take 
into consideration the lax manner in 
which matters regarding Irish salaries 
were administered. 


Adjournment 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) expressed satisfaction at the appoint- 
ment of additional inspectors to carry 
out the administrative work of the 
Labourers Act. It was chiefly in connec- 
tion with that Act that the additional 
expense had been incurred. The district 
councils and the labourers desired 
that the Act should administered 
efficiently. The ratepayers in the county 
of Limerick taxed themselves up to 
ls. in the pound, and they thought 


Sir Henry Craik. 


be 


{COMMONS} 
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it was only fair that they should 
get a larger share of the Exchequer 
contribution. When the Bill was going 
through the House last year he asked the 
Chief Secretary to give the district council 
who taxed themselves so heavily an 
additional grant, but his request was 


not acceded to. The hon. Members 
from the North of Ireland who had 


spoken on this subject had no reason to 
complain of the way in which the Ex- 
chequer contribution had been dealt with. 
Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported 
Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


upon 


SUPPLY [25TH Apri]. 

Resolutions reported. 

NAVY ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 

1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,758,400 be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Works, Build- 
ings, and Repairs, at Home and Abroad, 
including the cost of Superintendence, 
Purchase of Sites, Grants in Aid, and 
other charges connnected therewith, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1908.” 

2, “That a sum not exceeding 
£837,900 be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Half Pay, 
Reserved, and Retired Pay, to Officers 
of the Navy and Marines, which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1908.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£370,900, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Civil Pensions 
and Gratuities, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1908.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn,”—(J/r. 
Whiteley),—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at four 





minutes before Eleven o’clock. 
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1165 (Juestions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 3rd May, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the 


Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brighouse Corporation Bill; Burnley 
Corporation Bill; Shanklin Gas Bill. 
« Read the third time, and passed. 
Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction 
Railway Bill. As amended, considered 
o be read the third time. 


Membe 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; bill to be read the third time. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
joard relating to Chester, Chorley, 
Fenton, Hanwell, Rochford (Rural), Scun- 
thorpe, and the Thornton Joint Hospital 
District,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; 
supported by Mr. Burns ; read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
. Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed = [ Bill 175.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Dunstable and the 
counties of West Suffolk and East 
Sussex and West Sussex,” presented by 
Dr. Macnamara; supported by Mr. 
Burns; read the first time; to be re 
* ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
We] Bills, and to be printed. — [Bill 
176. 


f a Speech indicates revision by the 


) at the commencement o 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION) BILL. 
_ Petition from Leicester, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Asterisk ¢ 


tn 


HOME WORK REGULATION BILL. 
Petition of the Royal Sanitary Insti- 
tute, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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LIQUOR TKAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Dalny ; Edin- 
burgh (two) ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon 

the Table. 


(Juestions. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Guthlaxton ; 
and Shrewsbury ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF 
MAINTENANCE). 
Petition from Guisborough, for legis- 
lation ; to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petition of the Scottish Branch of the 
National Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WHITE SLAVE TRAFFIC 
NATIONAL CONFERENCE) 
CELLANEOUS, No. 2, 1907). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the International Conference 
on the White Slave Traftic, held in Paris, 
October, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(INTER- 
(MIS. 


HARBOUR, ETC., BILLS (BURNHAM 
(SOMERSET) PIER BILL). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
|ordered 2nd May; Mr. Lloyd-George] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 137.] 


ARKLOW HARBOUR. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners and 
Statement of Accounts for 1906 [by 


| Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Resident Magistrates—Names, 
Ages, Religions, and Salaries. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the names,- ages, religions, and 
salaries of the resident magistrates at 


| present serving in lreland. 


25 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
ages, and salaries of resident magistrates 
at present serving in Ireland are as 


{COMMONS} 


Nae. 


(Questions. 


Age on | 


Ist 


March, Salary. 
1907. 











follows :— 

Name. 
Bell, A. - - 
Bourke, U. - - 


Brady, A. N. - 
Brown, R. L. - 
Bull, R.G. - - 
Butler, G. B. - - 
Byrne, J. P. - 

Callan, W. E. 

Crane, Captain C. P. 
Creaghe, P. C. 
Crosbie, Captain C. H 
Crotty, R. D. - 
Dease, Major E. J. 
Dickson, J. M. 
Dunsterville, J. W. E. 


Edgeworth-Johnstone, 
Captain W. - 


Fitzgerald, V. 8. Vesey- 


FitzPatrick, F. 


Flanagan, J. G. Woulfe - 


French, J. 
Gardiner, J. C. 
Gibson, T. D. - 


Gosselin, Captain B. 


Gray, J. - - 





i | 
oth 


a 


>) | 


> 


or 


Griffin, G. 
Hardy, J. A. - 
Harper, A. M. 


Harrel, A. G. W. 


Henn, F. B. 

Hickson, E. F. 
Hodder, F. G. 
Holmes, W. - 


Horne, A. E. 


Hornibrook, M. 


Jephson, C. D. H. 


Jones, W. 
Kelly, P. J. 
Kilbride, J. - 
Kilkelly, J. M. 


Lloyd, E. T. - 


J. 


MacDermot, E. J. - 


M’Lean, a. . 
Meldon, A. G. 


Mercer, G. D. 


Moore, W. M. 8. 


Nagle, G. 

Newell, A. C. 
O’Hara, W. J. 
Olphert, R. F. 
Orr, W.- . 


Paul, Sir W. J., Bart. 


44 


56 


41 


60 
60 


61 
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| 
| Age on 
| on 
Name. | March, Salary. 
1907. 
| _ 
Pery, Captain Hon. H. 
de Vere - - -| 55 675 
Preston, J. - - -| 56 550 


Purdon, B. R. - = 


Rice, W. H. - - -| 54 425 
Shannon, G. H. - = 1 Od 675 
Sullivan, P. D. - - 44 550 
Sullivan, W. - - -| 47 550 


Smith, W. F. H. - - 


Starkie, R. F. - -| 51 550 
Thackeray, Major M. - 52 550 
Townsend, N. L. - - 60 675 
Turner, H. - - -~| bf 675 


Tynte, Lieutenant- 


Colonel M. — - - 60 550 
Welch, Captain F, - -!| 61 675 
White, J. T. - - -| 38 125 
Wynne, EK. M. P. - -| 47 425 


{3 May 1907} 





Fifty of the above gentlemen are 
Protestants and seventeen are Catholics. 
Jn addition to salary, each resident 
magistrate receives a fixed allowance of 
£100 a year to meet the expense of travel- 
ling on duty within a radius of fifteen 
miles from his headquarters, and one of 
{8 a year for postage, stationery, etc. 


Religious Views of Irish Officials. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
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(Ireland; and how many, under each 
| head, share the religious views of the 
majority of the people of Ireland. 


Questions. 


| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The total 
| number of each of the above classes is as 
follows: Judges of the High Court, 17 ; 
County Court judges (including five 
recorders), 21; lieutenants of counties 
jand of cities, 34; deputy lieutenants, 
poet: justices of the peace, (a) holding 


ordinary commission of the peace, 5,518, 
| (+) ex-officio justices as chairmen of 
| county or district councils or of town 
| commissioners, 200, total 5,718; Crown 
solicitors (including 10 sessional Crown 
solicitors), 41 ; clerks of the Crown and 
peace (including three clerkships of the 
peace that have not yet been united to 
the clerkships of the Crown), 36. Of the 
| 5,518 persons holding the ordinary com- 
/mission of the peace, 1,805 are believed 
to be Catholics and of the remainder there 
are 75 whose religious persuasion has not 
yet been ascertained. The religious per- 
| suasion of the 200 ex-officio justices is 
|}unknown. There is no official record of 
the religious persuasion of the members 
of the several other classes above- 
mentioned. 


| 
| Roman Catholics in Royal Irish 


Constabulary. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
|of Ireland whether he can state the 
total number of county inspectors, 
district inspectors, and head constables 
now serving in the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary, and how many under each head are 
Catholics. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) On 1st 
January, 1907, the latest date for which 
statistics are available, the number of 
county inspectors serving in the Royal 
Irish Constabulary was thirty-seven, of 
| whom five were Catholics ; the number 
| of district inspectors was 202, of whom 
' 62 were Catholics; and the number of 
| head constables 225, of whom 156 were 
| Catholies. 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether he can state the 
total number of judges of the High 
Court, County Court judges, recorders, 
lords-lieutenant of counties, deputy lieu- 
tenants, justices of the peace, Crown 
solicitors, and clerks of the peace in 


Houses in Ireland Valued at £2 or Less. 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of houses in each province of 


| Ireland valued at £2 or less. 


282 
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(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 1 have 
not this information, and to procure it 
would involve a far greater expenditure 
of time, labour, and money than I feel 
justified in authorising. 


Compulsory Weighing and 


Administration of Irish Affairs. 

Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what are 
the names of the various Boards under 
which Irish affairs are now administered ; 
and will he give in each case the date of 
their institution. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am con- 


sidering the question of laying upon the | 


Table, in connection with the proposed 
legislation for Ireland, a Return as to the 
Irish Government Departments. I would 
ask my hon. friend to await that Return. 


COMPULSORY WEIGHING AND 
MEASUREMENTS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich) 
said the Bill the Second Reading of which 
he moved was a measure of considerable 
importance to a large number of workers 
throughout the country, particularly in 
regard to those engaged in piecework. 
The title of the Bill showed that it 
had particular reference to workers in 
the iron and steel industry. His hon. 
friend the Member for Gorton  re- 
presented that particular section of 
workers, and therefore he would 
not occupy any time in _ dilating 
upon that topic, but would leave the 
subject to his hon. friend who, from his 
practical knowledge, would be able to 
. state the case much better than he could 
possibly do. It was well known that a 
large number of those workers had a 
great grievance, and it very often 
happened that they suffered reductions 
from their wages through the lack of any 
measure providing for compulsory 
weighing in that particular industry. In 
all those questions in which wages were 
primarily concerned, he submitted that 
when workmen had entered into an 
honourable agreement to perform work 
at a stated sum they should be 
assured of receiving the amount they 
earned by their labour. He intended 
devoting his remarks to the caso of a 
considerable number of workers who 
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were not directly represented in the 
The title of the Bill covered 
workers in various cement factories in 
the country. Perhaps he might explain 
that cement was composed of a 
mixture of chalk and clay in certain 
added to which in the 
process of burning were coal and coke. 
The chalk and clay were weighed for 
the purpose of getting the necessary 
proportions, but, although this was done, 
under existing conditions the men had no 
means of knowing the weights with which 
After weighing, this 
mixture was put through the wash mill 
and reappeared in the form of slurry. It 
then passed on to the drying floors. The 
next process was that of breaking it up 


and putting it into kilns together with the 


coal and coke, and this produced whit 
was called clinker. The compound was 
then drawn out and ground up and 
became the finished product. In all those 
processes the men were paid by weight — 
that was, by tonnage. ‘The men who had 


to dig the chalk were sometimes paid by 


entitled to. 


measurements at so much per yard, but ia 
neither of those processes had the men 
any means of checking the weight of the 
product of their labour, and consequently 
they had to rely upon the disposition of 
the firms by whom they were employed 
to know how much work they had per- 
formed, and what wages they were 
It sometimes happened that 
the chalk dug by the men was not only 
used directly by the cement works 


'to which the chalk works or quarries 


| 


Coal Mines Regulation Act. 


were attached, but was very often 
transmitted to other firms in different 
parts of the country. It would he 
readily seen that a situation of this 
character often caused disputes _ be- 
tween firms and the men _ they 
employed, and all they were asking for in 
this Bill was an extension of the principle 
of the check weighman clauses of the 
Therefore 
they had a good precedent to work upon 
and something which he thought would 
commend itself to the favourable con 
sideration of the House. In the case of the 
cement workers many hard cases had been 
brought to his notice where men had 
been defrauded of wages to which they 
were justly entitled. He did not intend 
to weary the House by quoting all those 
cases, but in order to prove that these 
men had a substantial grievance he 
would mention one or two. In one case 
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the difference worked out at forty tons 
per week. In other words, £3 or £4 
per week was deducted from the wages 
that the men had really earned, owing to 
the inability of the men accurately to 
get from the firm the weights they had 
dealt with. There was also a great 
difficulty in getting the men to swear 
to such cases for fear they might be 
discharged. In one case an action 
was taken, but it had to be dropped 
mainly owing to the fear of the 
men to appear in Court to substan- 
tiate their grievance. One glaring case 
had been brought to his notice in 
which it was proved that the manager 
had placed pieces of lead on the scale, 
which made a difference of 6d. on every 
barrel of clinker weighed. Information 
was given to the Inspector of Weights and 
Measures, and he went down to the works, 
took possession of the piecesof lead, but legal 
proceedings were not taken because of the 
difficulty of getting the men to appear in 
Court for fear they might be discharged 
from their situations. A difference of 
forty tons, worked out at the rate of 
ls. 10d. per ton, came to £3 13s. 4d., or 
an average of 2s. per man employed. 
A sum of 2s. deducted from the wages 
of this class of labourer was often a very 
serious matter, and all those who were 
directly connected with the working 
classes knew that it frequently meant the 
difference between making both ends 
meet and being landed in a_ serious 


struggle against poverty. In another 
case it was pointed out that the 


firm alleged that the men had been paid 
for more tons than they had _pro- 
duced. Again the men had no check 
against the firm’s statement, and a certain 
amount was deducted from their wages 
week by week until the men had re- 
funded the extra sum that the firm 
alleged they had received. It was most 
unsatisfactory that a firm should have 
the power to make a statement of that 
sort and the men should be unable to 
check the weights in a matter satisfactory 
and convincing to themselves. He would 
now deal with the class of men known as 
dock labourers. If his information served 
him correctly, he believed that the 
Government were not unwilling to 
appoint a Departmental Committee to 
consider this question, and he believed 
that the promoters of the Bill were 
quite agreeable to that course being 
adopted. He hoped that if such a 
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Committee was called into existence it 
would be composed of an equal number 
of employers and workmen’s representa- 
tives, so that their findings might be of a 
satisfactory and impartial character. He 
hoped that any Bill subsequently framed 
would be wide in its scope so as to 
include all sections of workers who were 
paid by weight or measure. With 
| regard to dock labourers, they had no 
| method of knowing by the production of 
the bill of lading or the invoice how 
much material they had handled. They 
could not demand to see the way bills 
or bills of lading certifying the amount 
of tonnage worked, and consequently they 
had to accept the statement of the 
foreman or the employer as the case 
might be. He knew of one organisation 
of labourers who had repeatedly to pay a 
fee of 5s, at the Customs House for the 
purpose of securing a copy of a 
way bill. He thought it would be 
| agreed that a procedure of that sort 
should be unnecessary, and that the men 
ought to have an easy method of knowing 
how much material they had handled. 
It would be seen that when these men 
| handled pig iron, railway iron, ballast, 
|coal, salt, and all cargoes where 
| piece prices prevailed, the men might 
|suffer deduction in an unwarrant- 
jable fashion. In the case of dock 
| labourers, he knew that interminable 
disputes had been produced under this 
particular head. With regard to this 
class of labour he had one or two very 
glaring cases brought under his notice. 
In Aberdeen about four years ago some 
men complained that they had been 
deprived of considerable weights in the 
case of nearly every steamer they 
discharged. Subsequently upon inquiries 
being made it was found that the son, 
who was the manager, and a foreman 
were in collusion, and when action was 
taken the case assumed such a serious 
aspect that the son was bailed out at the 
very high surety of £600 and the 
foreman at £250. Unfortunately both 
of them were able to take flight and got 
across the Atlantic before the action was 
tried. In another case the men alleged 
that they had been deprived of forty 
tons weight. This, worked out at 93d. per 
ton, represented £1 lls. 8d. for one 
boat. When it was pointed out that 
many boats were discharged by these 
men each week it would be seen that 
they had a very substantial grievance, 
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and that the provisions of this Bill were 
necessary in order to protect their labour. 
The provisions of the Bill brought no 
new or novel principle into the legislation 
of the country, and were simply an 
extension of a principle already legally 
enacted which he thought would be 
readily admitted to have worked 
very satisfactorily in the coal mines 
of the country. He felt that the 
enactment of this measure in the wide 
sense he had indicated would tend 
to allay friction, prevent disputes, and 
establish harmonious relationship between 
employers and employed. It was some- 
times alleged that Parliament ought not 
to be troubled with these matters, and that 
they were best settled by trade unions. 
Trade unions had been attempting to 
adjust these matters for a great many 
years past, but, after all, it would be 
admitted that trade union action very 
often involved a large number of men 
in small disputes. They were anxious 
as far as possible to make the occasion 
for strikes as rare as possible. Strikes 
might occasionally be necessary, but they 
represented a somewhat antiquated 
method of conducting industrial disputes. 
The heaviest responsibilities of strikes 
fell not alone upon the workmen, but 
rather upon the women and children 
behind them, who had to suffer out of all 
proportion to the needs of the case. He 
submitted that it was much wiser and 
better that they should come to the 
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House of Commons indicating lines along | 
which peaceful methods might be estab- | 


lished, and he felt sure that all portions 
of the House would recognise that 
they were simply desirous of securing 
justice for the men in ways that would 
be in no way inimical to the best interests 
of the employer. After all, the fair 
and honest employer had nothing what- 
ever to fear from the enactment of such 
a measure as this. On the other hand, it 
was in the best interests of the fair em- 
ployer that all who were not quite so 
willing to deal justly with their workmen 
should be brought into line; otherwise 
competition would be accentuated and 
the fair employer would suffer because of 
the unfair methods of his competitors. 
He submitted that on the Second Reading 
of the Bill it was unnecessary for him to 
speak at any greater length, because its 
provisions were not new to an Act of 
Parliament, and Members were pretty 
well able to gauge what the promoters 


Mr, George Roberts. 
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were aiming at and what were the possi- 
bilities of the measure. He trusted that 
the Bill would receive due consideration 
at the hands of the House, and _ if 
the Government were not opposed to the 
appointment of a Departmental Com- 
mittee, he hoped that Committee would 
be composed in such a way as to inspire 
confidence in all classes of workmen 
concerned, and that as a result the 
Government would frame a measure 
which would establish justice for the men, 
and at the same time not be inimical 
to the best interests of the employers 
or the trade of the country as a whole. 





*Mr. HODGE (Lancashire, Gorton), 
in seconding, said that a few weeks 
ago the Home Secretary was good 
enough to receive a deputation of those 
interested in this particular measure, and 
on that occasion he promised them a 
| Departmental inquiry. At the same 
|time he thought it was wise that the 
| principle of the measure should be 
established by a vote of the House. As 
was stated when they met the Home 
Secretary, they had nothing to fear from 
inquiry, but everything to gain. He 
thought it would be an easy matter to 
establish the fact that this particular 
proposal was absolutely essential, not 
only in the interests of the workmen 
‘concerned, but in the interests of 
fair competition with honest employers. 
In an article in a trade journal devoted 
to the employers’ interests it was stated 
that the existing methods had _ been 
found satisfactory. That statement was 
made in view of the introduction of this 
'measure. He had sent out a circular of 
|inquiry to seventy steel works, with 
|respect to the question of compulsory 
weighing. He discovered that there 
| were only three at which every ingot 
was weighed. In eighteen works the 
employers gave facilities occasionally 
for weighing material the men produced, 
and the workers were paid on the average 
of the results ascertained. At forty- 
nine of these works the men complained 
most strongly of unfair treatment in the 
matter of weighing. He would mention 
}a case in point. He had a letter from a 
| works in Scotland where the men were 
so dissatisfied with the amount that was 
being paid to them that they demanded 
/atest weighing. When the test took place 
they discovered that the average weight 
of the ingots was 4 tons 12 ewts. Later 
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wal on when they asked the stocktaker as to | which the workmen in certain works 
hat the amount allowed they found that they | were being robbed, but the works 
rae had only been allowed 4 tons 6 cwts. | were owned by a limited liability com- 
if Naturally the men complained strongly | pany, who had neither a soul to be saved 
sis of being robbed of their wages in that 'nor a body to be kicked, and they were 
ai fashion. No other word could properly | informed by counsel that it was impossible 
uld designate that act on the part of the | to raise a criminal prosecution against 
ra employer. It was simply robbing the | the manager, because he was not pocketing 
ants men of what they had earned. The | any gain. In order to bring a criminal 
wins promoters of the Bill were not asking | prosecution, it would be necessary to 
aaa the establishment of a new principle. | prove that he had gained by the trans- 
on There were already the check weighman | action. He thought the Home Secre- 
eal clauses of the Mines Regulation Act, and | taries before whom the question had 
oe there were the “particulars” clauses in | been brought had been with the work- 
the Factory Acts for the protection of | men in regard to the principle they 

the interests of operatives in regard to | were seeking to establish. As to the 

n), payment for piecework. The system | custom in the tin-plate trade, the work- 
rss of weighing a certain number of ingots men had an arrangement with the em- 
or occasionally and then paying on the ascer- | ployers that if a workman, who received 
nas tained average, so far as the steel trade | the correct weight of metal for the 
oil was concerned, was unsatisfactory for the | purpose of making tin sheets, drew them 
ee reason that the weight of the material dif- | light, on account of faulty workmanship, 
os fered according to the carbon in the metal | he might be penalised by the employer 
the at the time of testing. If there was much | taking sheets to make up the weight for 
“a carbon in the metal, then naturally the | such light or faulty work. But the work- 
as ingot was more solid and weighed more | man had no means of knowing or checking 
aad than another of a lower carbon. There | whether the iron put in was correct in 
on was more expansion in the lower carbon | weight or not. Some of the employers 
He than in the higher carbon, and he had | in South Wales had recognised that fact, 
to found in his experience that employers, | and in three instances they had volun- 
dis when they were, as a result of dis- | tarily given the men the privilege of 
ae satisfaction, forced to weigh, were al- | putting on a check weigher to check the 
sail ways careful to have the test weigh- | weights. If the iron went in light that 
of ing done from a low carbon, because | was the fault of the employer, and the 
nih it paid them to do so. The only fair | workman was not penalised. The work- 
end method of weighing was to weigh every men agreed to that, and, on the other 
ted ingot, and the fact that there were three | hand, they said that if a workman, 
ala up-to-date works which did this showed | through negligent workmanship, ran the 
wai that such a system was practicable, | sheets light, he should be penalised. 
ren What was possible in these cases | The deputation that waited on the Home 
a was possible in all. The latest and most | Secretary a few weeks ago represented 
ith up-to-date works were those erected at | over 100,000 men, but that number did 
wee Cargo Fleet. If it was said that it was | not cover the whole of the men whom a 
wid practically impossible to weigh each | Bill of this kind would affect. Having 
sh ingot the statement was of the most | looked into the question, he believed he 
the inaccurate and misleading character. ; was safe in saying that the measure 
ally Nothing could be more simple or more | affected at any ‘rate 250,000 men, who 
ed, easily done in these particular works. | would be directly benefited if the measure 
ane For twenty years the steel workers had were carried. He and his friends were 
ty. been agitating in this direction, but until very much indebted to the Home Secre- 
an the present Home Secretary promised a , tary for granting a Departmental inquiry. 
the Departmental inquiry they had made |The workmen had nothing to fear, and 
ott little progress.) When a deputation | everything to gain, by such a course of 
any waited on him recently, the present procedure. The promoters of the Bill, 
on Home Secretary inquired as to whether on whose behalf he spoke, would be 
wes they had ever taken any action | perfectly prepared to adopt the idea of 
led with the view of getting at any firm | the Home Secretary that the Bill should 
mee whom they had charged with unfair | be committed to Committee of the Whole 
ght dealing. About two years ago they | House, so that it might be practically 
ter got affidavits sworn as to the manner in shelved for this session, in view of the 
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fact that they had no desire to force 
legislation until the Departmental Com- 
mittee had reported. He begged to 
second the Motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guiap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.) said this was a Bill 
which raised questions of very consider- 
able importance, and certainly it was one 
which created throughout the country 
very widespread interest. The argu- 
ments for it had been very fairly stated 
by the two hon. Gentlemen who had 
already spoken. He was glad to think 
that the arguments for the Bill did not 
rest, speaking generally, on any allega- 
tion of malpractice on the part of the 
employers, but rather on the general 
broad ground of the defective system 
under which the men concerned had no 
precise and definite method of ascertain- 
ing exactly what wages were due to 
them. This question had been raised 
in his Department periodically since 1893. 
It was not a new question to him, be- 
cause fourteen years ago, when he was 
Under Secretary at the Home Office, it 
was raised, and, looking back at the 
Papers, he found that in November, 1893, 
he argued that if it was right to 
adopt the checkweighman system in 
coal mines, it was right also that it should 
be adopted in other employments where 
the conditions were similar. He sug- 
gested to the then Home Secretary that 
he should receive a deputation on the 
subject, and his right hon. friend the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer did 
in the following spring receive the first 
deputation. In reply to the deputation 
his right hon. friend said he agreed that 
where payment was by weight the pro- 
cess of ascertaining the weight should 
be above all suspicion; that he had 
complete sympathy with the object of the 
deputation, but that he could not promise 
legislation definitely until he had ascer- 
trined the views, in the first instance, of 
the employers. That Government came 
to an end. The Home Secretary in 
the next Government, who received 
deputations in 1897, 1898, and 1900, 
stated that he agreed with the opinion of 
his predecessors and he said, moreover, that 


Mr. Hodge. 
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a strong primé facie case had been made 
out. He also said that he wanted to make 
further inquiry as to the views of the 
employers. Difficulties seemed to have 
been raised at that time and subsequently 
by the employers. They said that they 
had no objection to the appointment of 
checkweighmen, but that there were 
certain practical difficulties in the way 
which made the change undesirable. 
They said further that in view of the 
fact that there was practically no 
grievance, it was not worth while making 
any alteration in the system. Nothing 
further seemed to have been done for 
the next half-dozen years. He recollected 
receiving the deputation to which the 
hon. Gentlemen had alluded. That 
deputation presented the same case with 
perhaps greater force, and represented 
that there were short weights given by 
some employers, especially in iron and 
steel works. He said in answer to the 
deputation that he was anxious that the 
matter should be considered broadly 
so as to secure the greatest possible 
accuracy where wages were paid for 
piecework by weight without interfering 
with the necessities of an industry. 
It was really to attain that object that 
this Bill had been introduced. He 
cordially supported the Second Reading. 
Of course, he could not be committed to 
the clauses as they stood. But the 
Bill affirmed two principles—one, that in 
certain industries where men were paid 
by rates of weight or measurement they 
should be able to check the weights by 
a check weigher or deputy; and the 
other, that where men were paid by 
piece they should have particulars. He 
thought the House would assent to both 
those principles. So far as the question 
of particulars was concerned, his sincere 
wish was to deal with it as a whole 
as soon as possible. He had had experi- 
ence of the excellent working of the 
particulars clause of the Act of 1895, and 
there was no carthly reason why that 
principle should not be made universal 
for all piecework. There were practical 
difficulties owing to the immense variety 
of trades concerned, but the Government 
were taking measures with a view, if 
possible, of bringing in some legislation 
by which they could make the principle 
of the particulars clause general. There 
were one or two weak points in the Bill. 
Its scope was too narrow. He saw no 
reason why it should be limited to the 
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industries specified in the second clause, 
There were many industries in the 
Birmingham district which might be ex- 
cluded from the operation of the Bill as 
it stood, and the measure did not include 
the loading and unloading of ships where 
the men were paid by weight. Their 
case and the case of other trades not 
included ought, he thought, to be con- 
sidered. Then the Bill evaded the 
central difficulty of the question. It did 
not establish any precise method by which 
the exact weight was to be ascertained, 
but left the difficulty to be solved by the 
Home Office in framing and administer- 


ing Lules. That task the Home 
Ottice could not undertake. They 


aust get into closer relations with the 
different trades. Many industries work- 
ing by different methods were concerned. 
It was desirable, if possible, to arrive at 
some common basis which would be 
accepted and applied by both masters 
and men without any friction or trouble. 
The Government thought it desirable, 
especially as the matters involved were 
highly technical, that they should have an 
expert inquiry. The contention of the iron 
and steel masters who were chiefly con- 
cerned in this matter, was that modern 
developments made weighing a matter of 
difficulty, that even half a minute’s delay 
in the different processes which had to be 
gone through meant loss. His hon. 
friend denied that. That was one of the 
points the Government wanted to see 
settled by experts on both sides. What- 
ever difficulty there might be in establish- 
ing a suitable method, he thought modern 
ingenuity would be able to overcome it. 
There were also technical questions in 
connection with cement works, chalk 
quarries, and so forth. He proposed to 
set up a committee and submit to it, in 
the first instance, the case of the iron and 
steel trade ; then the case of other trades. 
They might then be able to arrive at 
something which would afford a common 
basis for dealing with all cases where 


wages were paid by weight. The 
Committee, which was practically 


now made up, would comprise Mr. 
Ernest Hatch, chairman, a factory 
inspector, and Mr. Lloyd Morgan, the 
Member for West Carmarthen, who 
would form the neutral element on 
the Committee; and then the expert 
element, consisting of Messrs. Ains- 
worth and Eccles, representative members 
of the iron and steel trade, and, as repre- 
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sentatives of the workmen, his hon. 
friend the Member for the Gorton 
Division of Lancashire and Alderman 
P. Walls, of Workington. He thought 
that Commttee would be very well 
capable of sifting the evidence and 
coming to some sound conclusion in 
connection with the different traces. 
The Government accepted the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and were also 
prepared to agree to the suggestion that 
it should go to a Committee of the 
Whole House. Whatever might be said 
as to the merits of the new Standing 
Order, he could assure the hon. Member 
for North Armagh that it was never 
intended that all Bills read a second 
time should necessarily go to a Grand 
Committee. There were many measures 
of a pioneer character which were simply 
brought forward for general discussion 
in order to open out public opinion on a 
certain principle. To send this Bill to 
a Committee would be of no practical use. 
Therefore he thought that it should be 
dealt with in the way suggested, and 
that when the psychological moment 
arrived it should receive with all dignity 
its discharge for the session. Meanwhile, 
the Committee would get to work, 
and as the result of its labours he hoped 
to be able to bring in next year a 
non-contentious Bill which would finally 
settle this matter which had been the 
subject of friction and unnecessary trouble 
for many years. 


Measurements Bill. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said he would support the 
Second Reading of the Bill and of 
the principle which it embodied; but 
as the Bill was to be hung up for 
some months, he wished to make a 
a few observations which had occurried 
to him in reading the details of tho 
measure. He did not agree with the 
view that the scope of the Bill was too 
narrow. The measure was drafted from 
the point of view of two or three particular 
trades, and he thought it would be 
unfortunate to include in it the loading 
and unloading of ships. If legislation 
were desired on that subject, it would be 
betier left to the Board of Trade.’ In 


‘laying out new steel works, it would be 


feasible to arrange for a continuous system 
of checking and weighing, but there were 
many steel works against which no 
charge could be brought of ever having 
defrauded their people systematically, 
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where it would be impossible to carry 
out a continuous system. 


Compulsory Weighing and 


*Mr. HODGE said that the purpose of 
the Bill was simply to provide that the 
men who were paid by the ton or measure- 
ment should have a means of checking 
their work and so secure the amount of 
money which they had really earned. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was satis- 
fied with the explanation of the hon. 
Member, and he was much obliged for it. 
An hon, Member below the Gangway had 
said that he had sent out seventy circulars 
to steel works and he found that there 
were only three at which there were 
facilities for continuous measurement 
and weighing. In regard to Cowden- 
heath, he knew that in that particular 
steel works, in three out of five pro- 
cesses of steel-making there was an 
arrangement for estimating the weight 
of every ingot. With regard to the 
Committee, he would have been better 
pleased if it had consisted of three repre- 


sentatives of the iron and steel trade like | 


the hon. Member for Gorton, and 
one Member of the Home Office to hold 
the scales even. He did not think these 


outside impartial men were required at | 


all. Everybody knew what the difficulties 
were and the object to be attained, and 
he very much feared—— 


*Mr. GLADSTONE (interrupting)said 
the Committee would have to inquire 
into other things affecting distinct and 
separate trades, and they could not ask 
Members representing a__ particular 
trade to do that. What he proposed 
to do by way of experiment was really 
to adopt the principle of nucleus crews 
and to have three impartial men who 
could sit continuously and then Members 
representing particular trades who could 
go away when the inquiry in regard to 
the particular trade which they repre- 
sented was finished and be replaced by 
members of another trade. 

Lorp BALCARRES said he under- 
stood then that there was to be a 
permanent committee and trade and 
expert members would be imported 
for each particular trade. That of course 
made all the difference, and he should 


think no difficulty would arise. He | 


hoped, however, the draft rules would be 
published in good time during the 


Jord Balcarres. 
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present autumn so as to give those 
concerned an opportunity of considering 
the matter ina friendly manner before 
‘the Government Bill was introduced 
'next year. There was no difficulty in 
‘the Bill, but only in the rules. He 
| thought the Home Office would not be 
| prejudiced in any way by taking the 
| steel and iron trades into their confidence 
| early and publishing the rules in good 
| time. The principle was good, and he 
| hoped the efforts of the right hon, 
Gentleman would lead to a good result. 


| *Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said he rose 
to express his satisfaction at the Home 
| Office having committed itself fully to the 
| principle that the wage earner should be 
‘able to find out what he had earned and 
\ what was due to him, and should not be 
obliged to take whatever was given him. 
This principle was embodied in the 
“Particulars Clause” of the Factory 
Act of 1895. He himself took some 
part in the Committee work of that 
Bill upstairs. He was satisfied that 
a large number of poor workers, 
/ women and young persons, were called 
‘upon to give their work from Monday 
to Saturday and take what was given to 
them without having any power what- 
‘ever to ascertain whether they were 
receiving what was due to them or not. 
| In his own constituency there were many 
| young, poor, and ignorant workers who 
were bitterly disappointed at what they 
| received, and who were unable to say 
_whether they received enough for the 
|work or not. The Bill touched the 
principle of the right of the worker to see 
that he got a satisfactory wage, and he 
heartily supported its Second Reading. 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College) said he 
| would not have intervened in the debate, 
but for the fact that it seemed to him 
from the remarks of the Home Secretary 
‘that while the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed willing to pass the Lill he was 
| preaching its funeral sermon. The noble 
| Lord said the Bill would be hung up for 
|a few months. Had the noble Lord said 
a few years or even a decade he thought 
'he would have been nearer the truth. 
|The right hon. Gentleman contended that 
the Bill was too narrow; that the 
trades dealt with were not sufficient 
in number ; that he would have the Bill 
considerably broadened, and he indicated 
in the latter part of his speech that he 
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would appoint a Committee to inquire 
into the iron and steel trades. 


so. The Committee had an extremely 
limited function; they had only to 
inquire into and ascertain the best way 
of eomputing the wages. 


Mr. WATT said the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed to appoint this Committee for 
two or three trades first, and then a fresh 
Committee would be appointed to inquire 
into other three or four trades, and so on 
al infinitum. They might reach the Day 
of Judgment before they reached the Act. 
This Parliament would not last for ever. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of Lon- 
don): Hear, hear. 


Mr. WATT said the pendulum might 
swing back, and the next Parliament 
would not think of dealing with the iron 
and steel trades on the lines of this Bill. 
He expressed his regret that the Bill 
was likely to be always in the future and 
not in the present. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House for Monday next.—(JMr. George 
Roberts.) 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
called attention to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. 


House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 


INTESTATE HUSBAND'S ESTATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire), in 
moving the Second Reading, said the 
Bill was non-controversial; andj was 
supported by the Scottish Members 
of the House. All it did was to 
make a small alteration in the Law of 
Intestacy. At the present time, if a 
husband died, leaving no children, his 
property was divided into three shares 
if it was movable property, and the 
widow was entitled to one tierce or third 
of the amount, the remainder going to 
the kusband’s relations. While this might 


be perfectly fair in the case of large | Bills of this sort. 
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estates, it was extremely unfair in the 
case of small ones. If only a_ small 


/amount was left it was highly probable 


*Mr. GLADSTONE said that was not | 
with the saving of it, and it was extreme- 


that the widow had hada great deal to do 


ly hard upon her that the bulk of it 


'should pass away to other persons. In 
the case of heritable property, as it was 
termed in Scotland. or real property as it 


was called in England, the case might be 
even harder. In that case she was 


entitled to only one-third of the value of 


the cottage it might be, unless it was 
registered as the property of her husband, 
and it generally happened that a poor 
man was precisely the sort of person who 
was not likely to register property of 
that sort. That had been found very 
hard in cases of small property, and all 
the Bill proposed was to do for Scotland 
what was done for England by the Act of 
1890—that was to say to enable, in small 
cases below £500, the widow to take the 
whole, and in cases above £500, for the 
widow to take £500, and that for the rest 
she should rank as she did at present and 
take one-third. He begged to move. 

*Mr. J. M. HENDERSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.),in seconding, said the existing 
law on this point caused great hardship 
among the poor labouring people. He 
knew cases where working men, when 
they saved money, rather than risk their 
relatives coming in and taking it from 
their. widows, gave their wives the money 
to bank in their own names. In such 
cases matters often became complicated 
owing to the wife dying first of all instead 
of last of all according to the Biblical law. 
It did not very much affect cases where 
only a little furniture was left, but 
where there was a little money in the 
bank the husband's relatives usually 
asserted their right to take their share. 
It was only right to assimilate the law of 
Scotland to the law of England in this 
matter. He begged to second the 
Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” — (Mr. Crombie.) 


Sir F. BANBURY said the object of 
this Bill was one to which few could 
object, but it was unfortunately another 
example of the evils which were likely to 
arise when private Members brought in 
Such a Bill, dealing 
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with an important question with regarc 
to property, ought not to be brought 
in except by a _ responsible member 
of the Government, for the reason 
that private Members were actuated 
by sentimental motives. Because they 
knew of grievances they rushed into 
legislation without having regard to the 
fact that, while that legislation might 
reduce the grievance they had in mind, 
it might bring about other grievances not 
contemplated by them. It was one of 
the many fatal objections to private 
Members bringing in important Bills 
that they were apt to consider only the 
particular grievance put before them. 
He was informed, in the first place, that 
the memorandum of this Bill was in- 
correct. The memorandum said “ one- 
third of the heritage”; he was told 
it was not one-third of the heritage, 
but a life rent of one-third of the 
heritage. The hon. Gentleman who 
seconded the Motion said the Bill was 
to deal with the cases of poor people, 
but the hon. Member must remember 
that it would apply not only to poor 
people but to everybody. What would 
happen under the Bill in cases where 
there were marriage settlements? Not- 
withstanding the fact that there was a 
marriage settlement the widow would 
have £500, and the remainder would be 
divided, and she would take her share to 
provide for herself, although she was 
already provided for. It might be 
that the husband was maintaining a 
sister in ill health, or a brother who for 
some reason or other was not able to 
work, and that he had made no provision 
for the allowance he had been making 
to his brother or sister. Under the law 
as it at present stood they would be 
provided for, but under this Bill the 
brother or sister would be deprived of 
the money which they would otherwise 
have inherited, and £500 would go to the 
widow already well provided for. 


Mr. J. M. HENDERSON: It is the 
same provision as in the Act of 1890 
for England. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he had not 
that Act before him and could not say 
whether that was so or not, but he heard 
it contradicted by an hon. Member below 


him. But supposing it was so, what had 
that to do with it? Was it suggested 
that, because there was injustice in 


Sir FL Bunbury. 
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Sngland, injustice should he perpetrated 
in Scotland? The proper course to take in 
that case would be to bring in a Bill to 
remedy the injustice in England and not 
| one to perpetrate the injustice in Scotland, 
| In Clause 5 an arbitrary provision was 
made as to the number of years purchase 
at which the value of the property was 
to be taken. Why should twenty 
years purchase be taken? He was in- 
formed that in many cases, especially in 
‘such cases as the mover and_ seconder 
had in mind, the heritable property was 
in a very dilapidated state and not worth 
anything like twenty years purchase. 
Why had a number of years been taken 
instead of the market value of the pro- 
perty at the time of the husband’s death ! 
The Bill would in many cases deprive the 
heirs of any proportion which they would 
be entitled to receive. Had he been a 
lawyer, he would, no doubt, have been 
able to detect many more defects in the 
Bill, and he, therefore, hoped the Govern- 
ment would introduce a properly drafted 
measure in lieu of the one now before 
the House. 








Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 


| SHAW, Hawick Burghs) said he did not 


think the hon. Member for the City of 
London need apologise for not being a 
lawyer, because he had advanced his 
objections in a plain commonsense manner 
which might not have been the case had he 
belonged to the legal profession. Still, 
every one of the points raised by the 
hon. Baronet was answered by the pro- 
cedure in the English Act of 1890. 
That Act was introduced by a private 
Member, and the only speech delivered 
on it was that by the most non-Party 
man of the last generation, Lord Bram- 
well. Some complaint had been made of 
the draughtsmanship of the measure. 
He had looked into that matter and 
averred that the Bill was framed in 
the proper legal terminology. He 
hoped that before the Committee stage 
was reached the learned societies in 
Scotland would do him the honour of re- 
viewing it, and on behalf of the Govern- 
ment he would be glad to attend to al! 
matters of draughtsmanship. As to the 
hon. Baronet’s point regarding the twenty 
years valuation, it was highly important 
that in a matter of succession and valua- 
tion of real and other estate in Scotland, 
the law of the two countries should not 





be different. This Bill had been drawn 
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on the lines of the Act of 1890. 
He entirely agreed that the time had 
come for assimilating the laws of the 
two countries. As to the hon. Baronet’s 
allegation of injustice, the matter was 
all the other way. In small estates 
of this kind, where the total value 
was £500 or under, what was proposed 
was not to interfere with the discretion of 
the testator—he could leave the property 
to whom he liked subject to the ordinary 
law of Scotland. It was proposed to 
interfere when there was a direct issue of 
the deceased, and to deal with the hard 


case where collateral relatives came in in | 


order to take away one-half of the pro- 
perty from the widow. If the estate was 
£500 or under, England had said it was 
a fair thing that, confronting, as she might 
do, very distant relatives of the husband, 
she should be entitled to at least £500. 
That would avoid hardships sometimes of 
a serious kind, and he could hardly 
imagine there would be any _ serious 
objection to it. As to the question of 
marriage settlements, they were pre- 
pared in Seotland on the footing 
that the rights granted to the relict were 
exclusive of other rights of succession 
which she might have. If a wife was 
provided for by marriage settlement 
that marriage settlement was held to be 
part of the law of contract and was 
enforced against all distribution of the 
estate after the testator’s death. On 
that point no trouble would arise. 
sill was a sound Bill; it was small, 
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‘but it dealt with certain injustices, and 
/he hoped the House would agree to the 
| Second Reading. 


Lorp BALCARRES said that although 
the measure dealt with Scotland, ques- 
tions would arise in regard to property 
in England, and therefore he hoped 
the Bill would not be sent to the Scottish 
Commitee. He appealed to the Speaker to 
say whether the Bill would in the 
ordinary course of things go to the 
Scottish Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that somebody 
must decide, under the new standing 
order, what Bills should go to the 
| Scottish Grand Committee, and he had 
come to the conclusion that he was the 
only person in a position to decide. It 
would be his duty tu decide, if this Bill 
were sent upstairs, whether it related 
exclusively to Scotland or not ; and if he 
decided in the affirmative, a notification 
_ of the reference of the Bill to the Scottish 
Grand Committee would appear in the 
| Votes and Proceedings. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Bill be committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House.”—(Lord Dalearres.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 8 ; Noes, 
(91. (Division List No. 155.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn.SirAlex.F, | 


Banner, John S. Harmood- 


Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. | Woiif, Gustav 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Ashley, W. W. | Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Gov’n 
: Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Lord Balcarres and Sir 
Frederick Banbury. 





Wilhelm 


NOES. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair , Donelan, Capt 
Jarnard, KE. B. 
Barry, EK. (Cork, 8.) 
Beale, W. P. 


| Gill, yea: 3 


Boland, John 
8 | Ginnell, L. 


Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Gr’st’d) | Hodge, John 
Crean, Eugene 
Crooks, William 
Delany, William 


| Grant, Corrie 


ain A, 

| Dutly, William J. 

| Esslemont, George Birnie 
| Everett, R. Lacey 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. | Fenwick, Charles 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) Flynn, James Christopher 


| Glendinning, R. G. 


| Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | Menzies, Walter 


Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, Walter 
| Jones,Sir D.Brynmor (Swansea | Nicholls, Goorge 


Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kekewich, Sir George 

| Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

| Kettle, Thomas Michael 

' Lundon, W. 

| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 

| MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal, K. 

| M‘Killop, W. 

| Maddison, Frederick 

| Meagher, Michael 

| Meehan, Patrick A. 


| Mooney, J. J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Murphy, John 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Seddon, J. 


Bill committed to a Standing Com- 
mittee. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Sir WILLIAM HOLLAND (York- 
shire, W.R., Rotherham), in moving the 
Second Reading of the Limited Partner- 
ships Bill, said 1t was a measure for which 
the commercial opinion of the country had 
been agitating for the last thirty years, 
because it was felt that, for lack of some 
such proposal, commercial development 
had been considerably hampered and 


hindered. In the last session of Par- 
liament this measure had the good 
fortune to pass through the House 


of Lords, an Assembly which at times 
could do very expeditious work, 
especially with a measure of a non- 
contentious character. But, unfortu- 
nately, when the Bill came down to the 
House of Commons there was so much 
pressure of business that it was unable 
to make any progress. Some work, 
however, was done last session while the 
Bill was on the Order Paper ; in that 
the draftsmen of the Board of Trade 
paid the closest attention to its provi- 
sions, and suggested several alterations 
which had been embodied in the Bill. 
In addition to that there were the names 
of some conspicuous lawyers absent from 
the Bill last year, but which were present 
this year. Some of those lawyers were 
rather opposed to the measure at the 
outset, but certain alterations having 
been made in it, they were now strongly 
in its favour, and, therefore, he was now 
able to quote the great authority of the 
hon. Member for Kingston on the one 
side and of the hon. Member for Reading 
on the other, than whom there were few, 
if any, greater authorities at the Bar ona 
question such as that with which this Bill 
dealt. He was glad also to know that the 
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Rogers, F,. E. Newman 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | Watt, Henry A. 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G, 

Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.) | Wilson, W.T. (Westhoughton) 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.) | 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 

Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips | 


Partnerships Bill. 1192 
| Ure, Alexander 
Wardle, George J. 


White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Patiick (Meath, North) 
| Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Crombie and Mr. John 
Henderson. 


attitude of the Government was entirely 
friendly to the measure. He had con- 
versed with the Attorney-General, and 
he felt sure that if he had been present the 
hon. and learned Gentleman would have 
pronounced his benediction on the Bill. 
The object of the measure was to make 
it safe for a man with capital to furnish 
financial assistance to a firm, on the foot- 
ing that he was to be remunerated for 
the employment of his capital by receiy- 
ing a share of any profit which might 
be realised in the business, without 
jeopardising his whole fortune in 
the event of the business going wrong. 
At present there was considerable risk of 
a capitalist being penalised in that way, 
and the consequence had been that many 
men preferred to keep their money lying 
idle rather than put it into a business, 
because if a capitalist lent his money in 
that way—he was so advised —and sought 
to tender any assistance in the conduct 
of the business, even in a casual degree, 
he ran very considerable risk of being 
adjudged a full partner if things went 
wrong. This Bill set up a sort of inter- 
mediate stage between a limited company 
anda private firm. It allowed one or more 
partners to be limited partners, and the 
rest must be full partners. This, ob- 
viously, would be a very great conveni- 
ence in the case of families, perhaps, who 
wished to keep businesses in their own 
hands, or as an arrangement between 
friends, who, themselves in possession of 
money, were disposed to help others 
who might have brains, but were 
rather short of capital, and, in that way, 
business might be very substantially 
developed. They had seen an instance 
during the present session of the ad- 
vantage that might accrue from trying to 
learn from our foreign competitors. 
When the Patents Bill was introduced 


_by the President of the Board of Trade, 
one of the arguments, and it was a 
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strong and _ irresistible argument, was 
that we were considerably behind other 
nations in the matter of patent 
legislation. Exactly the same remark 
might be made in regard to limited 
partnerships, because our principal foreign 
competitors had already this system in 
vogue. In France they had what was 
called a partnership en commandite. The 


result was that businesses had been 
developed to huge dimensions which 


perhaps would never have got their start 
had they not been assisted by this form 
of partnership. He could give specific 
instances of very substantial businesses 
in leed which had been developed in this 
way. A Departmental Committee sat a 
short time ago to deal with the question 
of Joint Stock Company Law. It was 
a very competent Committee which sat 
for eighteen months, and the result of its 
Report was that the Companies Bill had 
been introduced which was now under 
consideration in another place. There 
was one clause in the Report of the 
Joint Stock Company Committee which 
specifically referred to this Limited 
Partnerships Bill and referred to it with 
entire approval. Besides business men, 
the banking community were strongly 
in favour of it, and no wonder, because 
it opened the door to the profitable 
employment of some of their idle funds. 
The House of Lords’ Bill last session 
was in charge of Lord Avebury. He 
had personally received a good many 
communications from various Chambers 
of Commerce in favour of the Bill, and 
aso a petition from the Glasgow and 
West of Scotland Guardian Society for 
the Protection of ‘Trade, in’ which 
occurred this sentence 

“That in the opinion of your petitioners the 
passing of this measure would be of the 
vreatest benefit to the trading community of 
the country.” 

Another society in Scotland had ex- 
pressed a rather unfavourable opinion 
in regard to the measure, for the reason 
that the Bill did not go far enough. 
They urged that the powers of limited 
partners should be extended beyond the 
provisions laid down in this particular 
Bill. He agreed with that criticism, be- 
cause he thought the limited partners 
ought not to have their powers restricted 
merely to inspecting books, and to 
advising thereon. When the Bill came 
before the Committee he would be very 


glad indeed to support an extension of | 
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Bill was not at all heroic in its nature, 
nor exciting in its provisions. Some would 
say it was small and very unimportant. 
The House knew that it often happened 
that small Bills were at great dis- 
advantage because they did not lend 
themselves to electoral purposes nor to 
dramatic displays on the platform. It 
would be impossible for an orator to move 
great masses of people to enthusiasm in 
regard to a measure of this kind, and for 
that reason much of the impetus derived 
from public opinion was lacking in the 
present case. And yet the potentialities 
of a Bill like this were often immense. 
Such a measure, in his opinion, might 
have a very striking effect, because it 
would tap reservoirs of accumulated 
capital and thus render incalculable 
service in encouraging enterprise, extend- 
ing trade, and increasing the employment 
of labour. There was no better way of 
dealing with the problem of the unem- 
ployed than by establishing new industries 
which were likely to be permanent in 
their benefits, without being pauperising 
in their character. He begged to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question — pro- 
posed, “Tiiat the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Sir F. BANBURY said the hon. 
Gentleman had given a_ very clear 
statement of the object of the Bill, 
and the effect it would have if passed 
into law. This was an exception to the 
general rule of Bills brought in’ by 
private Members. He objected to the 
habit of private Members bringing in Bills, 
because the House generally saw only one 
side, and had very little experience of the 
effect they would have. But the hon. 
Gentleman who had moved the Second 
Reading of this Bill was thoroughly egn- 
versant with the subject, and 4] 
though, as he said, it was one which would 
not create enthusiasm, yet it was 
an extremely useful measure and one 
which he was quite competent to bring 
in. For the last fifty years a system 
somewhat similar to that which was 
proposed had existed in France with very 
good results. He had had some experi- 
ence of businesses controlled and advanced 
by such a system, and not having 
heard of any bad effects resulting from 
it, he would certainly support this Bill, 
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For a number of years there had been 
a great prejudice against any Bills of 
this sort, but he thought it had arisen 
from the conservative nature of English- 
men about their businesses. One objection 
which had always been raised was that 
people would not know who the limited 
partner was, or that a person was a partner 
only to a limited extent. Clause 5 pro- 
vided that every limited partnership must 
be registered. He did not quite know 
who was going to keep the register. The 
Bill also provided that the statements 
should be filed in the Registrar’s office 
where they could be inspected by any 
person desirous of inspecting them. Very 
often people were rather careless in 
business, and in the hurry of carrying 
through a transaction they might forget 


that the firm consisted only of limited | 
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he touched a question which he was 
very sore upon. Succesful businesses 
had only been created by _ enter- 
prise, and these reservoirs would lead 
to money being lent to suit the purposes 
of the lender. He would, however, want 
to know more about the matter before he 
could consent to such a state of things, 
Considerable speculation had been going 
on and business men might do w ell one 
year and badly another, ‘and this limited 
liability system was a most dangerous one. 
He knew of a firm in London which had 
failed, and the debenture holders practi- 
cally got all the money. This seemed to 
him to be a dangerous principle, and it 
would have to be very much better 
explained before he could accept the 
| principle of limited partnership set forth 
in this measure. 
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partners whose means were not very | 


great. 
capital put into the firm by a partner 
would be stated when he filed his state- 
ment. 


*Srr WILLIAM HOLLAND: Un- 
doubtedly, and the term as well. 


Sik F. BANBURY said the only 
objection would be that people might be 
too careless or too lazy to go to the 
Registrar's office to find out the actual 
state of affairs. That objection had been 
advanced before, but he did not think 
there was very much in it, and if this 
Bill became effective such an objection 
would probably disappear altogether. 
He thought the Bill provided a scheme 
which would be successful, if there was 
any money left in the country. At the 
present moment money was going out 
of the country very fast, and it should not 
be forgotten that there would be so little 
left that this Bill might not be taken 
any advantage of at all. Some 
modifications might be required in Com- 
mittee, and he had an idea that it was 
not the same Bill as the one which was 
introduced last year. The general prin- 
ciple of the measure, however, had his 
approval and he would support the | 
Second Reading. 


*Sir A. TORRANCE (Glasgow, 
Central) said he had had forty-three 
ears experience in the City of 
i and when the hon. Member 


spoke o: reservoirs of accumulated capital | 


Sir F. Banbury, 


He gathered that the amount of | 


Sir F, CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
| wich) said that if a man desired to help 
|a friend to start or extend a business he 
was not able to do so without risk to 
| himself unless it was registered as a limited 
| liability company. If a man desired 
| to help a friend in that way and get some 
| recompense in the shape of a share of the 
profits he became a partner, and was 
liable to the extent of every halfpenny 
he possessed in the world. Therefore he 
thought it was desirable that a man 
should be able to put money into a 
business and reap some recompense out 
of the profit without having the whole of 
his estate made liable for any default or 
failure of his partners to do their work 
properly. He regretted that the Bill 
had not come on at a time when more 
Members of the House were present, in 
order that more hon. Members could have 
expressed their views. The Bill was 
really a very important departure. It 
seemed to him that one of the clauses in 
| particular might lead to some loss to 
people who were doing business with a 
firm because they knew that a certain 
capitalist had money in it. He did not 
believe that a partner ought to be able to 
draw his money out without its being 
advertised that he had ceased to be a 
| partner in the firm. There were cases 
in which men of good reputation became 
| members of firms, and afterwards became 
bankrupt, and he thought some provision 
should be made for cases of that sort. 
There were other clauses in the Bill which 
he thought required very careful scrutiny, 
and although he was prepared to support 
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the Bill he regretted that the Second 
Reading had not received the scrutiny 
and criticism of a larger House. 


Mr. BEALE (Ayrshire, 8.) said there 
was only one thing he had heard in the 
debate which called for an answer. His 
hon. friend apprehended that this Bill 
might possibly do a certain amount of 
mischief which arose already from the 
Limited Liability Bill and other Acts. 
The fact was that this Bill would only 
play a very small part, and he doubted 
whether it would make a substantial 
difference in the amount of money that 
was put into trading concerns on those 
terms. He wished to say a word as 
to the principle on which the danger 
of liability rested when a man_ put 
his money into a concern and wished 
to be a sleeping partner. He was not 
liable merely because he had put money 


in and agreed to take in return a share | 


of the profits. As a matter of fact he 
was only liable as a partner if, in addition 
to his share of profits, there was an agency 
between him and the other members of 
the firm. During his experience he 
had never found the slightest difficulty 
in framing an agreement to avoid all 
dangers of that kind. Often when men 
put their money into business they insisted 
upon mixing themselves up in the manage- 
ment and sometimes held themselves out as 
men with influence who could control the 
other partners or as being in the position 
ot agents for the other members of the 
firm, or else implying that the other mem- 
bers of the firm were agents for them. 
This new legislation ought to be directed 
towards finding an easy way of expres- 
sing what the obligations of the sleeping 
partner were, and the most valuable 
thing in the Bill was the clause which 
said that he might examine books. Let 
them suppose that a man acted in such 
a way as to hold himself out to be a 
partner. People might then rely upon 
his credit, and he was not sure whether 
under Clause 7 there was a provision 
which did not come in conflict with the 
end of sub-section 2 of Section 4 which 
said he was not to be liable beyond the 
amount contributed by him. The Bill 
ought to be considered with a view 
to prevent creditors relying on a man’s 
position and credit when he was not 
really liable, and, on the other hand, to 
remove the pitfalls which acted unfairly 
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in the case of a man who put his money 
into a concern as a sleeping partner. 


Str A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) said there seemed to 
be a great difference of opinion in regard 
to this measure, especially amongst busi- 
ness men. It was obviously a Bill 
of great importance, and therefore he 
did not think the House of Commons 
ought to pass it in a hurry after 
a few minutes discussion on a Friday 
afternoon, especially when the great 
bulk of hon. Members had gone else- 
where on pleasure bent. There were 
seventeen clauses in the Bill, and many 
of them raised important points. Under 
one of the clauses a new offence was 
created for which the unfortunate 
victim would be liable to two years 
hard labour. He had always held that 
the House should be very careful in 
creating new offences. At the present 
moment the Board of Trade and the 
Treasury were not represented, nor was 
there anyone present representing the 
English Law Officers. In these circum- 
stances he thought that it was in the 
interest of the business men of the country 
that he should move the adjournment of 
the debate. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) seconded the Motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”-— 
(Sir A. Acland Hood). 


Tue UNDERSECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Herpert SAMUEL, York- 
shire, Cleveland) said that this Bill was 
not in any way connected with his 
Department, but at the same time all 
Ministers were in some degree respon- 
sible for one another, they were in 
a partnership, however limited, and, 
therefore, he ventured on this occa- 
sion, feeling sure that his colleagues of 
the Board of Trade would approve of his 
action, to express the desire that this 
Bill should pass the Second Reading. 
The President of the Board of Trade had 
been detained at a meeting of the Cabinet, 
and that prevented his being in the 
House. If the Bill were really conten- 
tious, he would have agreed with the 
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right hon. Gentleman as to the undesir- 
ability of its passing the Second Reading 
under the circumstances of the moment, 


Adjournment 


but it had been generally regarded 
as an agreed Bill. He had reason to 


believe from personal knowledge that | 
it was very greatly desired among 
bankers in the City of London, generally. 
It passed last year through the House of 
Lords. The present Lord Chancellor 
had expressed warm approval of the Bill. 
It was a measure which received in this 
House the support of the hon. Baronet 
the Member for the City of London and, 
therefore, they might be sure that it | 
could not have anything very objection- 
able or contentious in it. The Board of 
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council or the borough council had to 
make a scale of allowances for each night 
a juryman was away from home, and of 
the sum which he was to receive per mile 
for travelling expenses. ‘That scale of 


| charges was to be submitted to the Home 


The other part of the 
Bill dealt with the machinery by which 
that was to be carried out. The Bill only 

applied to England and Wales. The 
|question of the payment of the expenses 

‘of jurymen had not been discussed in the 
House during the eighteen years he 
had been a Member, but it had been 
before the House a considerable num- 
ber of years ago. In 1868 the question 
was referred to a Select Committee, 





Trade approved of the Bill and desired | 


They had been in close | 


its passage. 


consultation with the hon. Member who 
had moved the Second Reading. He | 


trusted the House would read the Bill a 
second time. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed | 
to a Standing Committee. 


JURORS (EXPENSES) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 


shire, W.), in moving the Second Reading | 


of this Bill, said its object was to provide 
for the payment of the expenses of jurors 
who attended assizes and quarter sessions. 
It was not intended to remunerate jurors 
for the services they rendered, but 
merely to provide the out of pocket 
expenses incurred by jurymen in the dis- 
charge of their duties. He was sorry for 


many reasons that the attendance in the | 


House was so thin, for the question with 
which the Bill dealt was not only 
important, but it was one in which large 
classes of people were considerably inter- 
ested. The modest proposal of the Bill 
was that jurymen who attended assizes 
and quarter sessions should be paid their 


That Committee reported in favour of 
| the payment to special jurors of £1 1s., 
| and to common jurors of 10s, 6d. 
a day. The recommendations of the 
Select Committee were embodied in an 
Act of Parliament in 1870, but difficulty 
| arose with regard to machinery when the 
| assizes were going on, and the payments 
lcould not be “made. In 1871 the 
Attorney-General of the day moved the 
| repeal of the section which provided for 
| the payments. In doing so he intimated 
| | that he himself, and the Government he 
| represented, agreed that the payments 
| should be made, but that the repeal 
of the section was moved because of 
ithe difficulty which had arisen in 
‘the matter of machinery. It was the 
|intention of the Government in the 
following year to deal with the subject 
iby legislation, but from that day to 
‘this the question had never been dealt 
| with. He su’ mitted that there was a 
| strong case now why jurymen should be 
| paid their expenses when attending 
|}assizes. The circumstances were quite 
different now from what they were years 
The work had vastly increased. 


ago. 


And notice being taken at twenty 
| minutes before Three of the Clock that 
| 40 Members were not present, the House 
|was told by Mr. Deputy-Speaker, and 
19 Members only being present, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker retired from the Chair 
until Four of the Clock, when the House 
was again told by Mr. Speaker, and 33 
Members only being present, the House 
was adjourned by Mr. Speaker without a 
Question first put till Monday next. 





travelling expenses, and the other 
expenses incurred if they had _ to 
spend a night away from home. The | 


way in which that was provided for in the 
Bill was quite simple. The county 


Mr. ILTerbert Sumucel. 


Adjourned at Four o'clock till 
Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Brighouse Corporation Bill; Burnley 
Corporation Bill; Shanklin Gas Bill.— 
Monday, 6th May, 1907. Brough: from the Commons, read 1*, and 
. ——— | referred to the Examiners. 
The Lord Hawke took the Oath. | 
| Canal Tolls and Charges (New Junction 
Canal) Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.].— 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. __ | Read 2+ (according to order). 





P ; Local Government Provisional Orders 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the : . . 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments tg fs gather - (according to 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | Le ee 


: from the Examiners that the further | dco 

~ Standing Orders applicable to the follow- one 

” ing Bills have been complied with :— RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

= Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders anit 

= (No. 1) [a.u.]; Education Board Pro- TRANSVAAL. 

§ visional Orders Confirmation (Surrey, — (orrespondence relating3to the intro- 


2 
is>) 
co 
© 


= etc.) [m.L.]; Port Talbot Railway and dyction of ( 
= Docks; South-Eastern, and London, 
~ Chatham and Dover Railways; Taff Vale 
Railway; London and North-Western 
Railway (Superannuation Fund); Grays EDUCATION (SCOTLAND' 
and Tilbury Gas; Swansea Harbour. ( si 


hinese labourers into the 
Transvaal in excess of the number _of 
licences issued. 


Reports and Statistics relating to 
— | continuation classes and central ;institu- 
Also the Certificates that no further |tions, for the year 1905-1906. P| 
Standing Orders are applicable to the | 
following Bills :—Land Drainage Pro- MISCELLANEOUS No. 2. (1907.) 
. visional Order (No. 1); Land Drainage Comenius: slepuilé page 
ieteeal Giles he, 2. or pecting the Inter- 
a. See cen ae national Conference on the White Slave 
The same were ordered to lie on the Traffic, held in Paris, October, 1906. 
Table. 


f a Speech indicates 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3773. France (Rouen). 


commencement o 


Mailstone Gas Bill: The CuarrMan of 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. - tae ' 
The order made on the 24th of April last , eee TS (ROYAL 
discharged, and Bill committed. | vin me 

| Calendar of the manuscripts of the 
Sutton Coldfield Rectory Bill [n.1.]; | Marquess of Bath, preserved at Longleat, 


° Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill een 


~ [H.L.]; Kendal Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Report on the manuscripts of His Grace 
: Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewer- the Duke of Portland, K.G., preserved 


sterisk (*) at the 


‘age Board Bill [H.L.]; Metropolitan at Welbeck Abbey. Vol. VIIL. 


Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [H.L.].— 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 

| Twelfth Annual Report of the Local 

Metropolitan Water Board (Charges | Government Board for Scotland, 1906. 

etc.) Bill; Metropolitan Water Board | 
(Various Powers) Bill.—Report from the | ALIENS ACT, 1905. 
Committee of Selection, That the Viscount | First Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Ridley be proposed to the House as a | Inspector under the Aliens Act (Part I.), 
member of the Joint Committee on the and a statement with regard to the Ex- 
said Bills in the place of the Lord Leith | pulsion of Aliens (Part II.), in respect of 
of Fyvie; read, and agreed to. | the year 1906. 
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EDUCATION COMMISSIONERS 
(IRELAND). 


Annual Report for the year 1906. 
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CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 
Ninth Annual Report of the Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 
Account of receipts and payments in 
respect of the capital and income of the 
above fund, for the year ended 3lst 


December, 1906. 


ARKLOW HARBOUR. 
Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
missioners and Statement of Accounts for 
1906. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

Treasury Minute, dated 30th April, 
1907, declaring that Frederick Campion 
Forger, Kings Yard, Gibraltar, War 
Office, was appointed without a civil 
service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 

Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of the 28th of 
February last), and to be printed. (No. 
51.) 

HOUSE OF LORDS (REFORM) BILL [2.1.]. 
[SzeconD READING.] 

Order of the Day for the Second 

Reading read. 
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(Reform) Bill. 


respect, who do not consider the present 
moment opportune for the introduction 
of a measure of this description. Ap- 
parently that is a view which is shared by 
the Government, judging by the Notice 
which appears on the Paper. All I 





have to say is that if I am told that this 
| Bill would have been more opportune 
| several years ago I am in entire agree- 
/ment with that opinion; but, on the 
| other hand, I am unable to see that the 
| Bill would be more opportune a month or 
| possibly even a year hence than it is at 
the present moment. And perhaps I may 
| be forgiven for expressing the belief that 
many of those who find my action in- 
opportune at the present moment might 
find it equally inopportune at any subse- 
quent period. 

I am further given to understand that 
there are a certain number of noble Lords 
who resent the idea of my bringing in a 
measure of this description because they 
do not consider that my title is a suffi- 
ciently antique one to justify my holding 
any opinion whatever on this matter. If 
this remarkable doctrine were to prevail 

-it is quite evident that many Peers of 
recent creation would be _ precluded 
from delivering any opinion upon such 
questions as the constitution of this 
House. But perhaps I may mollify 
some of my critics if I point out 
that I am not in reality proposing 
anything new or revolutionary. I do not 
set up as being a constructive genius. I 
do not lay even a small claim to any kind 
of originality. All I have done is to adopt 
ideas which have been frequently put 
forward. These ideas I have endeavoured 
to embody in the Bill, and in support of 
this view I would refer the House to those 
projects of reforms which have been put 


forward within comparatively recent 
simes. In 1884 the noble Earl on the 


Cross Benches, Lord Rosebery, in a speech 
which has become historical, moved for 
a Committee to consider the best mears 


F *Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, in mov- of promoting the efficiency of this House. 
ing the Second Reading of this Bill it That Motion was defeated by seventy- 
will readily be believed that I do seven to thirty-eight votes, Again, in 
so under a feeling of considerable 1888, the noble Earl, no doubt invigorated 
trepidation, being conscious, for one by a period of office, moved for a Com- 
thing, of the ridicule which invariably | mittee to inquire into the constitution of 
attaches to amateur constitution-makers, the House, and that Motion was again 
and, in the second place, of the defeated by ninety-seven to forty-seven 
painful fact that there are a certain votes. In the same year another noble 


number of my friends, whose opinion I | Earl, Lord Dunraven, introduced a highly 
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ingenious and complicated measure of | 
_by the noble Marquess the Leader of 


reform, which was withdrawn on the 
assurance of the late Lord Salisbury 
that he was prepared to deal with the 
question himself. In the same session, 
the late Lord Salisbury accordingly 
introduced two Bills, one for the creation 
of life Peers, and the other—usually 
described as “the black sheep Bill ”— 
providing for the discontinuance of 
writs. The Second Reading of both of 
these Bills was taken unopposed, but 
the Bills were immediately withdrawn, 
because it was threatened that there 
would be considerable opposition to them 
in another place. In March, 1889, 
the late Lord Carnarvon introduced 
another “black sheep Bill,’ which was 
defeated by seventy-three to fourteen 
votes ; and since that day nothing what- 
ever has been attempted. Anybody 
who reads those debates cannot, I think, 
help being struck with certain features 
in them, the admirable nature of the 
speeches which were delivered, the short 
duration of the debates, and the scanty 
numbers of Peers who voted on those 
occasions; and I think it would be 
difficult to find a better argument than 
that in favour of the reduction of our 
numbers. But what is of more import- 
ance than that, from my point of view, 
is that nearly every speech which was 
made contains justification for the Bill 
to which I am now asking your Lordships 
to give a Second Reading. 


My action is not based upon the 
opinions of the noble Earl Lord Rose- 
bery, or upon those of the noble Earl 
Lord Dunraven. If you look at speeches 
made by men of such divergent political 
opinions as the late Lord Salisbury, 
the late Lord Granville, the late Mr. 
W. H. Smith, the late Lord Kimberley, 
the present Lord Curzon, the late Lord 
Derby, and even my noble friend Lord 
Wemyss, who is not usually regarded as 
an apostle of progress, you will find either 
a justification for what I am doing or 
admittance of certain defects and pro- 
posals for remedying those defects. I 
will go further. I will undertake to say 
there is hardly a speaker who, even 
in the glow of after-dinner oratory, 
when defending this House, does not 
begin his remarks by saying that there 
are certain changes which he would 
like to see introduced. I will quote a. 
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highly significant passage from a speech 


the Opposition, a man who is not prone 
to make rash utterances. The noble 
Marquess in the early part of the year, 
on the occasion, I think, on which he 
became a grocer, made use of these 
words— 

“T am quite ready to admit that the 
hereditary principle, which is already very 
greatly modified, might be further modified by 
a more liberal reinforcement from the outside.” 


And the noble Marques; continued— 


““[ see no reason why the House of Lords 
should not delegate to what I may call the 
working bees of the hive a larger share of the 
responsibility for, at any rate, some part of the 
business which we conduct. Changes of this 
kind are changes which, I believe, you will find 
the House of Lords always ready to discuss with 
an open mind and with a sincere desire that no 
effort may be spared to render it as efficient as 
possible tor the purpose of the great task which 
falls to its lot under the Constitution.” 

I hope this spirit will be apparent in the 


course of the debate. 


Now, what are the principal, indeed 
the only, criticisms worth considering 
which are levelled at this House? I 
think I may summarise them under three 
heads—undue numbers and scanty attend- 
ance, absence of representatives of 
important classes, and the excessive 
predominance of one political Party. 


I will now turn to the Bill. Clauses 1 
and 2 form an attempt to deal with 
the difficulty of excessive size by a 
process of selection, by a modification 
of the hereditary principle. The sugges- 
tion is that writs should only be issued 
to Peers who under the Bill are “ quali- 
fied.” Here I feel that I ought to apologise 
for the somewhat alarming provision 
that appears in the Bill—namely, that 
this is to come into operation on the 
termination of the present session. Asa 
matter of fact, I only put this in in order 
to show my anxiety, having noticed 
that the Government had frequently 
taken the opportunity of asserting that 
they meant to remain a long time in 
office, that this matter should be dealt 
with without delay. The definition of 
a qualified Peer will be found in the 
Schedule; and I am quite aware 
of the fact that all Schedules of this 
kind bear an invidious, I might almost 
say, a ridiculous character. I can well 
understand, in regard to this particular 


2U2 
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Sckedule, for instance, that an ex-|170. But it stands to reason that a man 
Viceroy might deem it somewhat deroga-| might be returned to the House of 
tory to be classed with a mere Under- | Commons by something almost approach- 





Secrctary, and, on the other hand, I 
can well believe that an ex-Cabinet 
Minister, or a present Cabinet Minister, 
as far as that goes, might think it some- 
what undignified to be classed with an 
ordinary obscure Peer whose only qualifi- 
cation is that he had been returned 
twice to the House of Commons. But 
inconsistencies of this kind are, I am 
afraid, unavoidable. The idcal Second 
Chamber, no doubt, would consist solely 
of most distinguished personages—ex- 
Viceroys, ex-Ambassadors, Judges, and 
so forth, reinforced, perhaps, by, if I 
my venture so to term them, versatile 
and accomplished sages of the type of 
Lord Courtney and Lord Avebury. 


This Schedule is, I venture to think, 
framed on a comprehensive scale. It 
retains not only the classes I have 
enumerated, but it also retains as quali- 
fied Peers, Irish Peers, and created 
Peers—that is to say the first made 
Peers. But I am told that it*is not 
comprehensive enough. I have been 
told, for instance, that it ought to in- 
clude Privy Councillors. It appears 
to me that there is obvious objection 
t» that course. The Privy Counc’l is an 
office which should be maintained at 
the highest possible level, and there 
would obviously be a tendency to flood it 
in order to add to the numbers of the 
Eouse of Lords. But I have another 
reason, and it is that if you study the 
list of the Privy Council you will find 
that there are certain members of 
that body who have extremely little 
political experience, whatever thcir other 
qulifications may be; and the object 
th.t, at all events, I am striving at is to 
retain in this House those persons who 
have had as much political experience 
as possible. 


Then, again, I am told there is no 
sense in qualifying a Peer because he 
happened to kave Leen returned twice to 
the House of Commons, and that once 
ought to be sufficient. That is an argu- 
ment the validity of which I am not 
prepared to admit. To begin with, there 
ar: a very large number of Peers who 
have been Members of Parliament only 
once. Taoey amount to something li e 


Lord Newton. 


ing an accident. He might float into 
| Parliament upon a khaki or Chinese 
labour wave, and his term might be a very 
short one. On the other hand, a man 
— has been returned twice to Parlia- 
/ment has, in every probability, fought 
| other contests, and he is bound to have 
| acquired a certain amount of experience 
which ought to be valuable to him in 
| after-life. 


Now I pass from qualified Peers to 
Clause 3, which deals with those persons 
| who are somewhat unpolitely described 
as unqualified Peers. The principle 
adopted in this clause is that the un- 
| qualified Peers should elect one-fourth of 
| their number at the beginning of each 
' Parliament, on the same principle as that 
| which prevails in regard to Scottish Peers. 
| This principle of delegation is one which 
| has been constantly urged, and it appears 
to me to meet in the least objectionable 
| manner the difficulty of selection and also 
| the difficulty of dealing with unfit Peers— 

if there are such persons—and absentee 
| Peers. As we are likely to hear, and 
|already do hear, a good deal about 


| the question of absentees, and as it is not 


| the slightest use to suppress these figures, 
|I will just shortly put before the House 
| the leading facts. This House consists of, 
|roughly speaking, 600 Members. Of 
| these: over eighty—eighty-two, I think— 
have never taken the Oath. Last session 
|the largest number attending was on 
29th October, when there were 312 Peers 
| who voted. On the next day there were 
| 293, and the numbers continued to 
oscillate with a slightly diminishing 
tendency until, in the critical division on 
|December 19th, there were 190 present. 
I should like to add that the Private Bill 
Committee work of this House is _per- 
| formed by less than 100 Members. It 
/is evident from these figures that there 
|is a large balance of what I may term 
}redundant Peers, who might disappear 
without any very great harm being done. 
I do not mean to imply anything offensive 
with regard to these noble Lords, but I 
think their absence would hardly be 
noticed. In fact, I would venture to say 
they never would be missed so far 
as the division lists are concerned. 
You may divide the Members of this 
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House into three classes—the regular 


attendants, the irregular attendants, and | 


those who do not attend at all. I do not 
claim any sort of merit for those Peers 
who attend regularly. They attend regu- 
larly because they are officials and are 
paid, or else because they like it. There 
i3 no compulsion. On the other hand, 
it is quite plain that there are a number 


of Peers who do not care about political | 
life, and who show their want of affec- | 


tion for it by keeping away from. this 
House. 


My noble friend Lord Rosebery once 
remarked with great truth that— 


“The hereditary principle makes legislators | 


of men who do not wish to be legislators, and 
Peers of men who do not wish to be Peers.” 

The position of a reluctant or unwilling 
Peer is really one of the most remarkable 


positions in the world. Once a Peer | 
Monarchs can abdicate | 


always a Peer. 
and have done so; directors of com- 
panies, if they do not attend, are forced 
to retire; 
they do not put in an appearance, are 
probably brought to book by their 
constituents. The only analogous posi- 
tion that I can think of at the present 


moment to that of reluctant Peers is | 
the position of a High Sheriff. But, | 
after all, the High Sheriff, though he has | 
office deliberately thrust upon him, is | 


only obliged to assume that office for a 
year, and he can get out of that on the 
payment of a fine. 


here is no doubt an immense amount | 


of rubbish and nonsense talked on plat- 
forms—on Radical platforms, of course— 
about the privileged classes; but if 


. ae . — 
there is one undoubted privilege it is 


that of being born with the right to 
legislate for one’s fellow-countrymen ; 
and if persons born with this right do 


not choose to exercise it, I do not really | 


see that they have any cause of com- 


plaint if it is taken from them, more | 


especially if it is taken from them in the 
extremely painless and unobjectionable | 
manner which I propose in this Bill. | 
Proposals have been introduced into this | 


House for the expulsion of undesirable | 
however, it | 


Veers. Under this Bill, 
would be unnecessary to perform such | 
an invidious action at all. Any Peer | 


who did not attend or might be con- | for these Liberal Peers. 


sidered unsuitable would not be elected 
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Here you have an example of | 
the weakness of the hereditary principle. | 


Members of Parliament, if. 
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lor, if elected and proved unsuitable, 
| would not be re-elected. 
| 


This principle of delegation has been 
met with two objections. I am told 
for instance, that the principle, if adopted, 
will make this House more Tory than 
ever. I recognise as clearly as anybody 
/else the impossibility of turning this 
'House into a Liberal assembly. I 
believe that if four or five hundred 
| tradespeople, stockbrokers, or anybody 
you could think of, selected at haphazard, 
were put in our places they would arrive 
at very much the same decision in the 
long run as we ourselves do. I go 
further and say that if you took four or 
five hundred Gentlemen from the Govern- 
ment side in the House of Commons 
'and put them here you would find 
a most extraordinary change in their 
opinions. The task of keeping Liberalism 
even alive in this Chamber is difficult 
enough, and I notice that even those 
sturdy democrats who are introduced 
into our midst are apt to show signs of 
wear and tear and deterioration rather 
like those exotics which are brought at 
vast expense by collectors to this country, 
and which gradually lose their brilliant 
hues amidst their new and more dingy 
surroundings. ' 


But in order to prove how unfounded 
is the charge that I wish to make this 
House more Tory than it already is, 
/I would like to point out that, on 
| the contrary, this Bill shows a mcs5 
marked solicitude for the Liberal Party. 
J have gone into the figures as closely as 
I am able, and, making every allowance 
for doubtfuls, I cannot bring the rumber 
of Liberal Peers to more than seventy— 
that is to say, barely one-eighth of the 
entire House. Of these twenty-five are 
created Peers and twenty-five are Peers 
who have been connected with the Gov- 
ernment in some way or other, and there- 
fore both these classes of Peers would be 
‘included amongst the qualified Peers. 
‘That only leaves about twenty other 
Peers in whom, if I may use the ex- 
pression, the pure flame of Liberalism 
burns unfanned by official recognition 
in any shape or form. Anybody who 
studies the Bill will observe that 
I have made most careful provision 
Their retention 
in ‘this Assembly is secured under a 
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system of minority voting. Upon this 
question of minority voting I had re- 
course to my noble friend opposite, Lord 
Courtney, whom I asked to propound for 
me a satisfactory way of ensuring this 
minority representation. My noble friend 
was kind enough to point out that it was 


the simplest thing in the world, that it | 


could be done by some process by which 
Peers were to be divided into groups of 


threes or fours and so elect their repre- | 


sentatives. But, admirable as this plan 
no doubt is, I did not feel myself 
competent to present it in the best 
light to the House, and I have therefore 
relied upon the simpler plan of the 
cumulative vote. Under the cumulative 
vote it is perfectly obvious that all the 


Liberal Peers can be retained without | 
any difficulty, and if anybody chooses to | 


find fault with the cumulative vote I 
shall be only too pleased, in the somewhat 
doubtful contingency of this portion 


of the Bill ever being reached, to hand it | 


over to my noble friend opposite, who, 
with the collaboration of Lord Avebury 
on this side of the House, may evolve 
some more suitable method of retaining 
the Liberal Peers now in the House. 
Under a system of life Peerages and 


ordinary created Peerages I calculate | 


that if they were given five years they 


would reach a total of at least 150, and | 


therefore their position would be infinitely 


better proportionately than it is at this | 


moment. I have roughly estimated the 
number of qualified Peers at about 230, 
and of represenfative Peers at anything 
between ninety and 100. 


The other objection which has been 


taken to this provision is that all capable | 


and enterprising Peers who are able to 
do so will offer themselves as candidates 
for the House of Commons. Personally 
I feel extremely little apprehension on 
that score. It always appears to me 


that those aspirations and regrets which | 
we occasionally hear indulged in by} 
noble Lords that they are not sitting in | 


another place bear an after-dinner ring. 

I know that there is a widespread belief 

that this House is full of what I may 

term caged eagles, some young and some 

middle-aged, who are only too anxious 

to escape from their gilded prison. 
Lord Newton. 


{LORDS} 
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| very much doubt the existence of these 
| persons. Looking, for instance, at the 
| two Front Benches it docs not occur to 
| me at this moment that there is any noble 
‘Lord who would exchange the dignity 
| of his present position for the rough and 
'tumble of election to another place. 
But I do see one noble friend of mine 
who I believe would be ready to undergo 
this trouble. I remember my noble 
friend Lord Londonderry once expressing 
in my hearing a wish that he might die 
a Member of the House of Commons. 
I hope he will not be offended if I describe 
‘him as one of the middle-aged caged 
eagles. But my noble friend is a qualified 
|—doubly qualified—Peer uncer the Bill, 
| and he is precisely the kind of Peer I am 
anxious to retain in this House. Speak- 
ing from my own point of view—and I 
have had experience of both Houses, 
having sat for a number of years in the 
House of Commons—I can candidly and 
truthfully say that I have never ex- 
perienced the slightest desire to return 
'to that Assembly, and I believe this to 
be a feeling which largely prevails here. 
My opinion is that for a person of an 
active disposition there is rather more 
| to be done here, either in a beneficent 
or an unbeneficent sense, than there is 
in another place. In any case, the 
principle of the Billis that all Peers of 
| experience should be retained, if possible, 
in this Assembly. 


Now I pass from the Temporal to the 
Spiritual Peers, who are dealt with under 
Clause 4. Having asked the Temporal 

|Peers to accept a reduction in their 
numbers, on the principle of equality 
of sacrifice the Lords Spiritual may also, 
I think, be invited to accept the same 
reduction. It will be observed by those 
who have read the Bill that not only 
will every right rev. Prelate in this 
House have a voice in deciding upon his 
representatives, but all those Bishops 
who are not in this House will also vote, 
and they will be entitled to minority 
| representation like Temporal Peers. And 
'may I here express the hope that the 
right rev. Prelate who appears always to 
represent the permanent Opposition on 
| the Episcopal Benches will find a seat 


I| in the new and reconstituted Assembly ! 
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With r gard to life Peers, the late Lord 
Salisbury said, as long ago as 1869— 

“ We belong too much to one class, and the 
consequence is that with respect to a number 
of questions we are too much of one mind.” 
That, I think, puts the case in the pro- 
verbial nutshell. The proposals in this 
Bill follow almost exactly the lines of 
Lord Salisbury’s Bill, but with this 
difference, that Lord Salisbury in his 
measure laid down categories of life Peers. 
They were to be selected from judges, 
admirals, generals, ambassadors — the 
usual sort of person we are all acquainted 
with; but objection was taken to this 
proposal on several grounds. One 
ground was that many of these dis- 
tinguished persons would be too old 
to be of much use when they came here ; 
but I take it that the real difficulty and 
the real objection to what I may term 
categorical life Peers is that if you are 
going to lay down categories or various 
classes who are to be represented you at 
once open the door to the difficulty of the 
great unrepresented. Take, for instance, 
the case of Nonconformists. It has been 
constantly urged that Nonconformists 
should be represented in this House. 
But I wonder if many people realise 
that there are something like 250 differ- 
ent denominations in this country. If 
you select one of the principal Non- 
conformist denominations, why should 
not, for instance, the Salvation Army 
claim representation? And if you are 
going to lay down a regulation that there 
are to be representatives of arts, sciences, 
and so forth, you at once open the door 
for an agitation for representation of the 
drama; in fact, it would not surprise me if 
the clains of those two great communities 
represented by “ the muddied oaf and 
flannelled fool ’ were seriously urged in 
many quarters as worthy of representation. 
It is far more practical to leave the 
decision of who are to be life peers to the 
Government of the day. The respon- 
sibility must attach to the Government, 
and for my part I should never have 
any fear that any Government would 
appoint improper persons. 

There is only one other point to which 
I need draw attention. I refer to Clause 
7, which enables Peers who are not re- 
turned as representative Peers to stand 
for the House of Commons. This is 
an alternative which has been constantly 
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urged, and everybody I think has seen the 
unjust position in which the unrepresenta- 
tive Scottish Peers are placed. The 
unrepresentative Scottish Peer is a sort 
of political derelict. He is classed with 
paupers, lunatics, criminals and those 
persons who are not allowed representa- 
tion at all, and his position is manifestly 
unfair and unjust. I am told that the 
proposal which I make in this Bill is un- 
just too, because it is stipulated that a 
Peer who decides to stand for the House 
of Commons must so decide definitely 
and once for all. This may appear some- 
what harsh, but at the same time, being 
of an essentially fair disposition myself, 
I was very unwilling to appear to place 
Peers in an advantageous position as com- 
pared with anybody else, and it seemed to 
me that it would be resented as distinctly 
unfair if a Peer were allowed to sit in the 
House of Commons and then when he had 
had enough of it retire to this House. 
In the only case of hardship which I can 
think of—namely, that of a young Peer 
who rose to distinction, accepted office, 
and so forth—the difficulty could well 
be met by bestowing a new peerage upon 
him. Qualified Peers would not be 
allowed to stand for the House of Com- 
mons. I frankly admit once more that 
I am extremely anxious to keep all the 
best men, if possible, here, and I do not 
entertain much fear that the attractions 
of entering the House of Commons 
will overmaster all these possible can- 
didates ; because though, no doubt, con- 
siderable pressure might be put upon a 
young and active Peer to stand for a con- 
stituency, yet, on the other hand, con- 
siderable pressure would doubtless be 
placed upon him in the opposite direction. 

I have gone through the Bill, and if I 
have not been so lengthy and explicit as 
the importance of the occasion might 
seem to warrant it has been because I 
have no desire to weary the House with 
well-worn arguments, and I think it just 
as well to spare you all unnecessary 
and obvious moralisings on the subject of 
reform. I will merely very respectfully 
urge upon the House the advisability of 
giving this Bill a Second Reading, and of 
referring it, together with any other 
proposals that may be brought forward, 
to a Committee as is proposed in the 
Amendment standing in the name of my 
noble friend Lord Heneage. There is 
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another Amendment on the Paper which 
I am hardly prepared to discuss or to 
treat in a serious spirit, namely, the 
Amendment which is put forward by the 
Government. That Amendment merely 
amounts to a blank and a barefaced 
refusal to deal with questions which noble 
Lords opposite have been asserting for 
many vears ought to be dealt with as soon 
as possible. The course proposed by my 
noble friend Lord Heneage is preferable 
to that proposed by the noble Earl Tord 
Cawdor, although I recognise that his is 
not intended in a hostile sense. On 
previous occasions I have noticed that 
when anybody moved for a Committee he 
was told that he ought to put his ideas into 
the shape of a Bill, and that a Com- 
mittee, if 't had to consider a Bill, at all 
events had some definite subject to 
investigate. If the proposal on the Paper 
in the name of Lord Cawdor is adopted I 
am afraid it may not result in anything 
very definite being decided upon for a 
considerable time to come. 


All I have to say in conclusion is this. 
Those who have paid me the compliment 
of following what I have said have noticed 
that I have carefully abstained from 
touching upon those differences which 
unfortunately prevail at the present 
moment, or did prevail a short time ago, 
between the two Houses. I have pur- 
posely avoided that subject, because it 
seems to me that the composition of this 
House and the relations between this 
House and the other House are separate 
questions, and I see no reason myself why 
they should be treated in any Party 
spirit. If I may sum up what I have 
said, I would like to point out that this 
Bill proposes absolutely no increase either 
in the powers or in the privileges of this 
House. It leaves those powers and 
privileges exactly as they are. All that 
it does is to propose that they should be 
exercised only by those who have shown 
evidence of their capacity and inclination 
for public life, or who have been honoured 
by their fellow Peers with the duty of 
represeriting them in Parliament, and 
whilst I harbour absolutely no illusions 
with regard to the merit of this scheme, or 
as to my own incapacity to discharge 
this task in a satisfactory manner, yet I 
confess that I do entertain a faint hope 
that this Bill may possibly contain a basis 


Lord Newton. 


{LORDS} 
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of settlement which may eventually com- 
mend itself to moderate men of both 
Parties. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(Lord Newton.) 


EarL CAWDOR rose to move, “ That 
a Select Committee be appointed to 
consider the suggestions which have from 
time to time been made for increasing 
the efficiency of the House of Lords in 
matters affecting legislation, and to re- 
port as to the desirability of adopting 
them either in their original or in some 
modified form.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, I am 
sure that no one who has listened to the 
noble Lord will for a moment have the 
feeling that it was unwise or improper 
that he should have introduced this 
subject, but the method by which the 
noble Lord has brought it before your 
Lordships—namely, in the shape of a 
Bill—may be open to criticism. One 
is very much tempted, in dealing with 
this question, to harp perhaps too much 
upon the many attacks that have been 
made upon your Lordships’ House and 
the many harsh and unjust things that 
have been said of it. But I venture to 
submit that we have not so much to 
consider these statements and attacks, 
which have been made by both irrespon- 
sible and responsible statesmen, and 
what I may almost call the petulant 
denunciation of Ministers against this 
House because we are not always able to 
accept their legislative proposals—we 
have to consider the position of this 
House in the Constitution of this great 
country. We have to consider our 
responsibilities to our fellow citizens and 
to the Crown. I suggest to your Lord- 
ships that in dealing with any question 
relating to the reform of this House we 
must proceed with the utmost caution, 
and we should be most careful that any 
measure we adopt is a measure not of 
destruction but of reform. 

The noble Lord who has just sat down 
has asked your Lordships to read his 
Billa second time. Iam aware, of course, 
that if that step were taken it would be 
possible very largely to modify the 
provisions of the Bill in Committee. I 
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may be told that if we read this Bill a | 
second time we shall do no more than 
simply affirm the principle that some 
reform of your Lordships’ House is 
necessary. I am not able to accept that 
view. I cannot believe that your Lord- 
ships could properly accept the Second 
Reading of this Bill and not feel your- 
selves bound at all events by its main 
provisions. You cannot divorce a Bill 
of this kind from its prominent contents. 
I ask your Lordships to consider some 
of them. In the forefront of the Bill 
there is the provision for what the noble 
Lord describes as the discontinuance 
of writs of summons. No writ, after 
the passing of this Bill, would be issued 
to a temporal eer unless he were a 
representative or a qualified hereditary 
Peer within the meaning of this Bill, 
and no writ would be issued to any 
spiritual Peer unless he were a representa- 

tive Lord spiritual within the meaning 
of the Bill. Under this provision three- 
fourths of the hereditary temporal Peers, 
other than those who are qualified | 
hereditary Peers, would disappear, unless 
they were qualified under the first sched- 
dule of the Bill; and under Clause 4 

three-fourths of the spiritual Peers would 
disappear altogether. 


Under Clause 6, which my noble 
friend seems to think quite a small part 
of his Bill, the Act of Union with Scotland, 
and the Union with Ireland Act as to 
representation in your Lordships’ House 
would cease to have effect. It appears 
to me to be rather a strong measure to 
deal with a matter of that kind in 
one clause of this Bill. As to whether 
these sweeping proposals are or are 
not in the right direction, I am not 
at the moment going to express an 
opinion. But surely they are very wide 
and far-reaching changes. which strike 
very deep into the constitution of this 
House; and they require very close 
examination before it is possible to give 
a Second Reading to this Bill. We are. 
sometimes told that we are not a repre- | 
sentative body. I deny entirely the. 
truth of that statement. The noble Ear! | 
opposite smiles. I deny it again; the 
noble Earl must use some more con- 
vincing argument than that. There are, 
I submit, many interests and individuals 
represented in this House who, but for | 
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your Lordships’ House, would have no 
representation in the government of the 
country. Under the noble Lord’s Bill, 
such distinguished men as Lord Kelvin 
and Lord Lister—— 


Lorp NEWTON: They are created 
Peers. 


Eart CAWDOR: I am aware of that. 
I am speaking of Peers who are in the 
House at present, but who might not be 


‘in the House under the noble Lord’s 


Bill. Under the Bill neither of those 
noble Lords nor many others equally 
distinguished would find a place in your 
Lordships’ House unless they chanced to 
be elected representative Peers. 


Lorp NEWTON: All created Peers 
are qualified Peers. The two noble 
Lords mentioned are created Peers. 


Eart CAWDOR: The noble Lord 
will have an opportunity of explaining 
his Bill further if he desires to do so. I 
suggest that there are no means in this 
Bill by which in the future Peers of 
this high character would be secured a 
place in your Lordships’ House. 
NEWTON : 


Lorp You are quite 


wrong. 


Eart CAWDOR: I am not suggesting 
that the noble Lords would be removed 
from the House; I am suggesting that 
in future noble Lords of that high char- 
acter might not, and probably would not, 
find a place in your Lordships’ House. 
When Parliament began there would be 
an election of Peers in your Lordships’ 
House. Is it so certain that Peers of 
that class would pass through that ordeal 
and would be elected? We should all 
agree that they should be elected, but 
does any one believe that an election 
such as that would not take place under 
Party conditions ? Is it not a perfect cer- 
tainty that there would be a rush to 


' secure at the outset a certain number of 


Party adherents ; and, if that be so, Parties 
would be driven to seek for those upon 
whom they could rely for Party support 


and for regular attendance; and it 13 
_very likely, indeed, that men of distinc- 


tion of the class to which I have referred 
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would be squeezed out owing to the} ever their ability may be, who succeed 
exigencies of Party warfare. to your Lordships’ House at a very early 


It seems to me that, under the pro-| 98: There is, however, a qualification 
visions of the Bill relating to qualified | by which any one who has been elected to 
hereditary Peers, those Peers who suc- | Serve in the House of Commons on not 
ceeded to their peerages in early life less than two occasions before succeeding 
would to a large extent disappear. Let | t® his peerage becomes qualified as an 
me take two examples. The noble | hereditary Peer. But this qualification 

| would have been of no avail in the case of 
either of the two noble Lords I have 
Lord Rosebery, both succeeded to their- mentioned. Neither the noble Marquess 
peerages at a very early age. Neither of | 2°F the noble Earl would have been 
them would have been qualified repre- | Qualified under those terms; but I do 
sentative Peers under this Bill. They | find that the effect of this qualification— 
might have been elected, but they might the reason for which I sought at first in 
not; and I suggest to your Lordships | vain—is that the services of the noble 
that under this Bill untried men are | Lord who has introduced this Bill would 
clearly not intended to be elected repre- | have been saved to your Lordships’ 
sentative Peers. Both those noble Lords, | House. 
as soon as they had taken their seats in | 
this House, showed very clearly the metal) Lorp NEWTON: I was _ returned 
of which they were made; they made | three times. 
their mark in your Lordships’ House | 
from the first, and they have made their | fie GCAMOR: Then the aobhe 


mark upon the annals of their country. | celta th sted i 
But omer the noe Tons Bil they Ome wes mors than quel. No om 
would have had no place in this House. | fitness for the peerage, and there is no one 
, whom we would miss more from the 
Toe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The ‘debates in your Lordships’ House, 
Marquess of Ripon): That does not | which he does so much to enliven and to 


Marquess who leads the Opposition und 
the noble Earl on the Cross Benches, 





apply to Lord Rosebery. ‘brighten. But I ask your Lordships 
‘to look at the contradictions on this 
Earp CAWDOR: Why not ? point. In the one instance, election 


twice to the House of Commons, irrespec- 
THe Marquess or RIPON: He is a tive of what service may be done in the 
Scottish Peer. /House, is to be a qualification for 
/membership of your Lordships’ House ; 


| but, on the other hand, if a Peer desiring 


mera rit “ ey eg oe ‘to show his ability for work, his capacity 
may be right. so I had overlooked | §,, office, and his fitness for your Lord- 
that fact; but assuming that the noble ships’ House, passes into the other House 
Earl - orgy P sii as I thought he in the meantime, he is for ever debarred 
Was, In that case my point Is correct. | by Statute from taking his seat in your 
Both of those noble Lords might, and | Lordships’ House. That surely is a coD- 
possibly they would, have taken refuge tradiction which is rather a flagrant one, 
in another place. But, if they had done _and which again points to the desirability 
so, this House would not have known | 6¢ not passing this Bill hastily even as far 
a a Clause 7, sub-section 2, pro- | 95 the Second Reading. We have in this 
vides that— ‘House under the nomination of the 
8 ed opm A Peer who, after succeeding | Crown many men of the highest world- 
to his peerage, has with his consent been nomi- | _ : re J ifica- 
nated as a candidate for election to the House | wide reputation. Under =: — 
of Commons shall be capable of being elected | tions laid down in this Bill it wou e 
a representative hereditary Peer under this Act. | very difficult to secure their services, and 
or of sitting in the House of Lords as a qualified | jn the future, so far as IT can gather, there 
vaneaied Peer. would be no means by which their services 
I think that is a very serious position | could be secured tothe Crown unless they 
considered as affecting those Peers, what- | were merely appointed as life Peers. 


Earl Cawdor. 
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year by year, be made more the reflex 
of another place, that the evil of this 
House is that it does not change with 
the fluctuations of another place. I 


trust that that view will not hastily | 


be taken by your Lordships, for if any- 


thing were done which would tend to | 


ensure the same fluctuations of opinion 
in your Lordships’ House as occur in 
another place that stability which is of 
its essence would absolutely disappear. 
We may be told that there is much to be 
said in respect of the past action of 
your Lordships’ House in regard to 
various Bills. Our action last session 
may be criticised. I do not think 
we need be afraid of being able to justify 
that action; nor do I think we need 
have the slightest fear of what the verdict 
of history will be as to the course taken 
by the majority of your Lordships’ 
House. I would remind noble Lords 
of that memorable case some years back 
when your Lordships reversed the decision 
of the other House with regard to the 
great question of Home Rule. By 
that action your Lordships’ House saved 
this country from the grave disaster 
of having carried into effect a measure 
contrary to the wish of the nation and 
in defiance of their voice. Itis, perhaps, 
worth noting the extreme care that 
was taken during the last election by 
those who are now in office to keep 
away from the minds of the electors any 
decision upon that vital question. 


§ I said at the outset of my observations 
that there are many charges made against 
your Lordships’ House. There are many 
ignorant, bitter partisans whose utter- 
ances we may treat with the contempt 
which they deserve. But I confess to 
having read with grave concern some 
observations made by the noble Ear] 
the Lord President of the Council some 
months ago, when he used these words— 
“Though Englishmen were not greatly 
affected by anomalies, they were greatly 
affected by fair play, and when people sat down 
to a game they did not like to see one party 
play with marked cards and loaded dice.” 
And then the noble Earl wen‘ on to say 
that when he spoke of marked cards 
and loaded dice he meant that they did 
not get fair play for both sides in the 
House of Lords. Without commenting 
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We are told sometimes that this House | 
should, Parliament by Parliament, and | 
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further upon these remarks, I confess 
my astonishment that the noble Earl, 
usually a model of courtesy in your 
Lordships’ House to all his opponents, 
should have used such words—words 
which he would resent himself most 
bitterly if applied to him; and never 
from that time to this has the noble 
Earl said anything to diminish the 
venom of those words or their injustice 
to his opponents in this House. 


I ask your Lordships, then, not to 
accord a Second Reading to this Bill. I 
suggest, on the other hand, that it would 
would be wise to inquire by Committee 
into any suggestions—including, of course, 
the suggestions made by the noble Lord’s 
Bill, and the Bill itself—that have 
been made from time to time for the reform 
of your Lordships’ House. The noble Mar- 
quess who leads the House has told us 
that he is in favour of a Second Chamber, 
but he is also in favour of the reform of 
that Second Chamber, If so, may I 
suggest that the noble Marquess is in 
favour of a strengthened Second Chamber, 
for, if not, he must be in favour of a 
weakened one. 


THe Marquess oF RIPON: I have 
not said anything of the kind. 


Eart CAWDOR: I will read from 
Hansard the exact words of the noble 
Marquess. At the opening of this session 
the noble Marquess said in this House— 

‘* What I do say is this, this House does 
require reform. You do not deny it, you have 
declared it to-night, and . . you are ready to 
consider proposals for its reform. My noble 
friend Lord Newton, I understand, intends 
to raise that question. [Lord Newton: Yes.] 
Then I reserve anything I may have to 
say upon it until my noble friend brings for- 
ward his proposal.” 

I think I am justified, after those words, 
in saying that the noble Marquess is 
strongly in favour of reform. The noble 
Marquess now leaves us in this position, 
that the Government are in favour of a 
Second Chamber, and in favour of its 
being reformed, but that they have not 
made up their minds whether they wish to 
strengthen it or to weaken it. We shall 
listen with interest to what the noble Earl 
the Lord President of the Council will say 
to us to-night ; but I had thought, after the 
statement to which I have referred, that 
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I would have been able to claim the noble | 
Marquess’s vote to-night until I saw a day 
or two ago the Amendment on the Paper 
in the name of the noble Earl. 


If this House is to continue as a Second 
Chamber, amend it if you will, reform, 
improve, and strengthen it if you can ; 
but do it temperately and after due in- 
quiry. I beg your Lordships not to cast 
away the much that you have that is of 
value to the State for the shadowy possi- 
bility of what you may put in its place. 
Before I sit down may I quote a few 
words of one of the greatest Leaders of 
your Lordships’ House—the late Lord 
Salisbury ? Lord Salisbury introduced 
into this House two Bills mentioned by t -¢ 
noble Lord in his speech in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill to-night— 
the Life Peers Bill and the Discontinu- 
ance of Writs Bill. Describing those two 
Bills the noble Marquess said— 

“They are simply designed for the purpose 
of strengthening the House of Lords, giving it 
a power of removing that which is objectionable 
and of adding to itself that which is powerful 
and strong, and of doing its duty bett2r before the 
country. These Bills are not designed for the 
purpose of introducing any new principle into 
the Constitution, or of heralding any revolution- 
ary changes in a body which has lasted so long 
and has done so much service to the State.” 

In moving the Amendment which 
stands in my name I would venture to 
commend thos? thoughtful and weighty 
words to the earnest attention of your 
Lordships. 


Amendment moved— 


“That a Select Committee be appointed to 
consider the suggestions which have from t'me 
to time been made for increasing the efficiency 
of the House of Lords in matters affecting 
legislation, and to report as to the desirability 
of adopting them either in their original or in 
some modified form.’’-—(£arl Cawdor.) 


*THeE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Fa | of Crewe), who had 
the following Amendment on the Paper— 


“To move, as an Amendment to Earl Caw- 
dor’s Amendment, to leave out all the words 
after ‘That’ and to insert the words ‘in the, 
opinion of this House it is not expedient to pro- | 
ceed with the discussion of various proposals | 
for reforming the constitution of this House 
until provision has been made for an effective 
method of settling differences which may arise | 
between this House and the other House of | 
Parliament, ”’ | 
said: My Lords, the House may have | 


observed that I have placed an Amend- | 
Earl Cawder. 


| 


ment on the Paper following that which 


/has been moved by the noble Lord 


who has just sat down. Under ordinary 


circumstances it would not be usual to 


discuss that Amendment until a decision 


‘had been reached as between the noble 


Earl and the noble Lord who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill. But I 
think it will be to the general convenience 


| if we have only one debate instead of two, 


and therefore I venture to intervene at 
this moment, and to say what I have to 
say. The fact is that the reasons which 
actuate us in not supporting either the 
Second Reading of the Bill or the Amend- 
ment of the noble Earl are precisely the 
same reasons as those which induced us 
to put down this Amendment. Con- 
sequently when the time comes when I 
cin move it I shall not have to trouble 
your Lordships, I hope, with any further 
remarks. 


The noble Lord who asked your Lord- 
ships to read this Bill a second time said 
with great truth that this is no new 
subject. Your Lordships have often 
devoted your attention and energies to 
the task of reforming yourselves. So long 
ago as the year 1719 an attempt was 
made to reform the House in a singular 
way by limiting it to the Peers—then 
178 in number—who sat in the House, 
only permitting the Crown to create six 
more. That was done partly to resist 
the influence of the Crown in the creation 
of Peers, partly to consolidate, no doubt, 
the power of the then ruling families. 


Again in 1780 the then Duke of Rich- 
mond, who was a very much more 
advanced politician than my noble friend 
who now enjoys that title, introduced 
a measure which, though nominally a 
Reform Bill, proposing to introduce man- 
hood suffrage and equal electoral districts, 
also would have largely affected the 
powers of your Lordships’ House by 
proposing the institution of annual 
Parliaments. Those are all old stories, 
and the two noble Lords who have 
already spoken have dealt with more 
recent attempts which have been made 
by my noble friend on the Cross Benches 
and by Lord Dunraven and others to 
reform your Lordships’ House. They 
have not, I think, mentioned the remark- 
able debate that took place in, I think, 
the year 1856 on the question of the power 





122 


vhich 
Lord 
inary 
al to 
‘ision 
noble 
oved 
ut I 
lence 
two, 
le at 
re to 
rhich 
> the 
end- 
’ the 
d us 
Con- 
en | 
uble 
‘ther 


ord- 
said 
new 
ften 
s to 
long 
was 
ular 
then 
use, 
six 
asist 
tion 
ubt, 


ich- 
lore 
end 
iced 
y a 
an- 
cts, 
the 


ual 
ies, 
ave 
ore 
ade 
hes 

to 
ney 
rk- 
nk, 


ver 


1225 House of Lords {6 May 1907} (Reform) Bill. 1226 


of the Crown to create life Peers; nor | Houses of Parliament. Consequently, 
have they alluded to the fict that in | I do not propose this evening to discuss 
1876 life Peers were added to your Lord- in any detail whatever the proposals 
ships’ House in the pezsons of the Lords of Lord Newton. I will merely say 
of Appeal, and to the further fact that this in passing, that I should be very. 
in 1887 their possession of a seat with sorry if any measure introduced by me 
full privileges of this House was not were subjected to such scathing and, to 
confined to the period during which my mind, damaging and unanswerable 
they exercised their judicial functions. _ criticism as that which has been levelled 
against some of its provisions by the 


I think I need not say anything of | | Chie Karl who has just sat down. 


the various important and complicated | 
proposals which produced some of the | 
most interesting debates that have arisen 
within recent years, at allevents in your 


I pass to the Amendment of the noble 
Earl, which, I think, without any ex- 
_travagant flight of fancy, I may venture 
Lordships’ House, which distinguished | to assume is the one which your Lord- 
the years 1888 and 1889. The Bill of ships’ House will think fit to adopt. 
the noble Lord is avowedly founded on | The noble Earl desires that a Committee 
some of those suggestions. But I am | should be appointed to consider the 
bound to say there are to me two reasons | | suggestions which have from time to 
why, in spite of the incisive manner |time been made for increasing the 
in which he introduced the subject in a| | efficiency of the House of Lords in 
speech which had all the qualities of | | matters affecting legislation. It seems 
vivid description and dry humour which | to me a somewhat singular circumstance 
we are accustomed to associate with his| that a suggestion of, at any rate, a 
appearances in this House, I could | qualified inefficiency of your Lordships’ 
not help feeling that he might almost | House should come from the benches 





be dealing with the revision of the | 
some shadowy land | 
some Barataria, | as efficient as you might be has not 


Constitution in 
of the imagination, 


or Crim Tartary, rather than with an | 
There | 


existing Chamber in this country. 
are two reasons why this debate seems 
to me to be unreal. The first is that 
the late Government, during its ten 
years of unchallenged supremacy, did 
not make the slightest effort to deal | 
with this question. All the circum- 
stances were absolutely favourable ; but, 
as a matter of fact, except for that 


rather strange measure of 1893, known | 


as ‘‘ The Eldest Son’s Protest,’’ called, 
I think, the Removal of Disabilities Bill, 
no attempt has been made on that side 
of the House, and none whatever by the 
Conservative Government, to introduce 
any kind of reform of your Lordships’ 
House. We may hear, later on in the 
debate, some explanation of that fact. 


But what far more than this makes 
this debate seem to me somewhat un- 
real is the fact that everybody knows 
that the question which interests the 
country at this moment is not the reform 
of your Lordships’ House, useful or im- 
portant though that may be, but the 
question of the respective powers of, 
the relations that exist between, the two 





| any rate, 


opposite. I am very glad that the 
suggestion that your Lordships are not 


come from this side of the House. So 
many charges are brought against us 
that I am glad to think that we are, at 
free in this matter. We have 
not suggested, and we not now suggest, 
that your Lordships’ House is in any 
| degree inefficient. What ground is there 
| for making that charge? I looked up 
| the word ‘‘ efficient ’’ in that storehouse 
of universal knowledge, the Oxford 
| Dictionary, and I find under it, ‘‘ Efficient 
—productive of effects ’’—nobody can 
| Say that your Lordships’ House is not 
| productive of effects; ‘‘ adequately opera- 
| tive’’—some of us think almost too 
adequately operative; ‘‘ of persons, ade- 
| quately skilled ’’—I should be very sorry 
indeed to suggest that the Members of 
your Lordships’ House are anything but 
adequately skilled. 


The noble Lord spoke of the private 
business of the House. I think there 
is general agreement that private business, 
one of the subjects which, I imagine, 
night fall under the notice of the 
noble Earl’s Committee, though not 
onducted, I dare say, by as many 
i1oble Lords as might be desirable, is 
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conducted, as I believe, with the highest 
degree of efficiency. And as regards the 
public business of the House, whatever 
charge may be brought against your 
Lordships, either in this House or on 
platforms or elsewhere outside, I for 
one shall never support a charge of any- 
thing approaching inefficiency against 
the conduct of business in your Lord- 
ships’ House. 


There is another interesting fact to 
be noticed in connection with the noble 
Earl’s Amendment. No proposals are 
to be considered by this Committee ex- 
cept what may be called the voices of 
the past. No new suggestion, appar- 
ently, of any kind for the improvement 
of your Lordships’ House can come be- 
fore this Committee. A black line is 
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drawn at a point beyond the Bill of the | 


noble Lord which, I suppose, would 
come before the Committee, and, further 
than that, no suggestion can be enter- 
tained. 


Ear, CAWDOR: Will the noble Earl 
read the end of my Amendment ? 


“*And to report as to the desirability of 
adopting them either in their original or in some 
modified form,” 


| if they do not give it. 
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to alter their shape to a great extent, and 
that, if they were altered again in the 
House of Commons, the whole process 
would take as long as if the Bills were 
originally introduced in another place 
and then brought up here. In reply to 
that the noble Marquess opposite, the 
Marquess of Lansdowne, said— 


1228 


“T object altogether to the assumption that 
this House is not to be trusted to discuss in an 
impartial spirit any measure which the Govern. 
ment of the day may desire to bring forward,” 


The noble Marquess, as becomes one 
who has presided over the Foreign Office, 
is singularly careful in his choice of 
words, but, on this occasion, I think it 
must be admitted that he used an 
epithet for which no warrant can be 
brought forward. It is inconceivable to 
me that the word “impartial” can be 
applied with any degree of propriety to 
the action of your Lordships’ House. 
We do not ask for it. We do not expect 
impartial, judicial consideration for our 
Party Bills in this House, and we certainly 
attach no blame to noble Lords opposite 
They are them- 


' selves among the brightest luminaries 


of one great Party in the State, and to 


_imagine that, when our measures are 


*Tue Ear, or CREWE: Yes, butit is | 
a modified form of the same suggestion. | 


Eart CAWDOR: It may be modified | 


to any extent. 


not seem to me to include a new sugges- | 


tion. That may be all very well, but I 


maintain, 


the hereditary character of the House. 
It is not its, possibly, undue size, but it 


is the perpetual and overwhelming prepon- | 
derance of one single Party in the State | 


in your Lordships’ House. This House | 
is a Conservative House. On February | 
28th last, in reply to a Question put to | 
me by my noble friend Lord Camper- | 
down, in regard to the introduction of | 
more Bills into your Lordships’ House, | 
I pointed out that it was very probable that | 
time would not necessarily be saved by 
the introduction of Government Bills, 


because your Lordships would be likely ' dent of Party ? 


The Earl of Crewe. 


and the Government main- | 
tains, that the real, the urgent, question | 
in relation to this House is not its effi- | 
ciency, but its Party character. It is not | 


brought here, they can regard them 
otherwise than as Party men is surely 
to suggest a character for your Lordships’ 


| House which, so far as I know, is not 


claimed ; and, if it were claimed, I confess 


| IT cannot conceive that that claim could be 
| maintained. There is 
*THe Ear, oF CREWE: But i tdoes | 


nothing to be 
ashamed of in that. Under our Party 
system, as we know very well, the highest 
patriotism is involved in the belief that 
the triumph of a man’s own Party is the 
best thing for the country; and it is far 
from my mind, therefore, to suggest the 
slightest imputation on noble Lords 
because, being Party men, they act as 
Party men when they come to this House. 


We sometimes hear of the independence 
of this House, and I am not sure that the 
phrase was not used by the noble Earl 
who spoke last. I am bound to say, with 
some experience of this House, that if by 
independence is meant independence of 
Party, it is, in the case of the vast majority 
of the Members of this House, a complete 
myth. How often have your Lordships, 
as a House, shown yourselves indepen- 
I will take the last twenty 
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years. I can only recall three occasions 


upon which the Conservative Leader 
of the House was not supported in his 
action, and one of these was hardly a case 
at all. It was the case of the appoint- 
ment of the Chairman of Committees in | 
1889. Two noble Lords, both most 
admirably qualified, were brought for- 
ward. Lord Salisbury’s opinion of the 
claims of one was not the same as the 
opinion of the majority, who thought the 
claims of the other noble Lord stronger, 
and in that case Lord Salisbury was not | 
followed. 





The second case, in the same year, was 
more serious. It was the case of the | 
Land Transfer Bill. There were certain 
clauses in that Bill which dealt with | 
succession to landed property in cases of 
intestacy and otherwise. Some noble 
Lords objected to those clauses, which | 
they thought trenched on the custom 
of primogeniture, and, when the matter | 
was put to the vote, Lord Salis-| 
bury was defeated, and he withdrew | 
the Bill. But, in that case, it simply | 
meant that the House was more Con- 
servative than the Conservative Leader 
and the Conservative Lord Chancellor. 
The only other instance was that, in 1896, | 
of the Irish Land Bill, which was known 
among Irish landlords as the “Save us 
from our friends’ Bill.” On that occasion 
the Government was defeated several 
times on clauses in Committee, but, as a 
matter of fact, the clauses were rein- | 
serted in another place, and I think the 
Irish landlords ultimately accepted them. 
Those are the only three occasions I can 
recall when the House can be said to have 
shown independence. If there are others 
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I am inclined to think, at any rate, that | 


the total number can be counted on the 
fingers of one hand. 


moment your Lordships’ House is the 


opposite and his friends on the Front 
Bench were displaced by Mr. Balfour, 
Mr. Long, Mr. 
Members from the Opposition Benches in 


Wyndham, and other | 


the House of Commons, we should deeply | 
regret the loss of the agreeable society of | 


the noble Lords; but, from a political 


point of view, it would make no difference | 


in the world. 


Suppose Sir Alexander | 
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my noble friend Lord Waldegrave, the 
only difference would be that your Lord- 
ships might receive the usual summons 
for attendance on particular occasions 
couched in somewhat more vivid and 
picturesque language than I imagine is 
employed by the noble Earl. There are, 
I think, 158 Conservative and Liberal- 
Unionist Members in the House of 
Commons, and if those Gentlemen were 
brought here and an equal number of your 
Lordships removed elsewhere, again we 
should have to regret great personal loss, 
but the conduct of business and the fate 
of Bills in this House would be precisely 
as now. 


What is the position of the Govern- 
ment and those who oppose them 
in relation to the conduct of affairs ? 
I recall the communications that 
passed between some of my friends, 
myself, and some noble Lords opposite 
and their frienls during the last days 
of our discussion upon the Educa- 
tion Bill last year, and I can only say 
that our position was comparable to that 
of the French statesmen who in February, 
1871, at the close of the Resistance of 
Paris, went out to Versailles to interview 
Prince Bismarck. In the case of the 
Siege of Paris, if I remember rightly, 
certain proposals were made and the 
French plenipotentiaries were told that 
unless they were agreed to in a certain 
time the guns would again open on the 
city. In our case we were not able to 
assent to the terms proposed, and the 
bombardment took place. This is nota 
question of the amour propre of any set of 
Ministers, for that is a matter of no im- 
portance whatever. I need hardly say 
that the communications were conducted 
throughout with a consideration and 
courtesy that would have prevented the 


.| most thin-skinned politician from enter- 
It is not too much to say that at this | : : P 


taining any suspicion of offence, but the 


Opposition. Suppose the noble Marquess | atemaearane pc ee Seti one pence 


ernment of the day are on such occasions 
relegated to a subordinate position. 


Now I think the noble Ear! somewhat 
played with the word “ representatives,” 
for as generally used in political parlance 
it means and can only mean those who are 
appointed to political positions through 
the process of popular election. Lord 
Salisbury in 1888 argued that, after all, a 


Acland-Hood were to take the place of | Conservative predominance need not 
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necessarily be permanent. He had, I 
think, to go back to the days of Lord 
Palmerston and the then Lord Derby to 
find instances in support of his contention. 
But Lord Salisbury spoke nearly twenty 
years ago, and I am certain now that no 
noble Lord will rise in his place and say 
that he anticipates anything but a per- 
manent Conservative majority in your 
Lordships’ House. 


The noble Earl who spoke last said that 
a second Chamber must necessarily be 
of a Conservative type, and I do not 
quarrel with the statement, though I do 
not go the whole length with the noble 
Earl in his instances. It is reasonable to 
say that, however you constitute a 
second Chamber, it is likely that it will be 
more Conservative in character than an 
elected House ; that but isa very different 
thing from saying that the Conservatism 
of the House, as it stands, is a desirable or 
possible thing to maintain in a constitu- 
tional country and in the present state 
of political opinion. 


Eart CAWDOR: I do not think I 
said that the House must necessarily be 
Conservative. I said it should not 
fluctuate in opinion in the same way as 
the other House, and that its stability 
was of its essence. 


*THE EasrL or CREWE: I think the 
noble Ear! mentioned instances to show 
that persons created Peers would—— 

A Nosite LORD: That was Lord 
Newton. 


*THe Eart or CREWE: I apologise. 
It was my mistake. We are told it is 
necessary to have a Second Chamber to 
operate as a check upon hasty legislation ; 
but what is the nature of this check and 
how is it applied? Once more let me 
remind your Lordships of the great altera- 
tions in the aims and methods of the Tory 
Party in the last fifty years. Only the 
other day—in February last—Mr. Bal- 
four, at Hull, speaking of his Party, said— 

‘“We are not a Party who never face new 
things in a new manner.” 
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sary to have this continuous and over- 
powering check for the other Party when 
it in turn attempts to face new things 
in a new manner? I do not stop to deal 
with that puerile answer that one Party 
is always right, the other always wrong. 
But i; was an argument used more in the 
Press by supporters of the Opposition 
than it is used in this House which was 
present to my mind on the occasion when 
I used that expression which has caused 
so much pain to the noble Earl opposite, 
the expression in which I used the old- 
fashioned comparison of the “ loaded 
dice.” Certainly I would not say any- 
thing outside that I would not be pre- 
pared to say in the House, and I therefore 
maintain that in this connection the com- 
parison was justified, though I allow that 
noble Lords are not responsible. The 
constitution has loaded the dice for them ; 
they turn up a number which is always a 
winning number for the Party opposite. 

How 


Lorpv AMPTHILL: about 


‘marked cards ? 


*THE Eart or CREWE: It does 
not seem to me a fair argument to say, 





“Oh, after all you can always advise His 
Majesty to dissolve Parliament, and 
therefore matters are equalised in that 
| sense between the two Parties.’ I say 
| nothing of the disadvantage to which a 
| Party is necessarily put by placing the 
| country in the inconvenient position of 
frequent general elections ; but I should 
like to know what guarantee is there that 
a particular measure which has been 
rejected or modified by your Lordships 
will be passed in the form desired after 
a dissolution of Parliament? I have 
always found it maintained that the 
particular subject discussed was not that 
upon which the country decided. I 
will venture to say that, whether free 
| trade, education, or Chinese Labour in 
| South Africa is under discussion, it is 
| Maintained that it was upon the other 
| subjects the elections were decided. 





| Now, assume that we, after our defeat 
jon the Education Bill, had advised His 
Majesty to dissolve Parliament, and 


Now, if one Party faces new things in a | assume also—not a large assumption— 
new manner without legislative check of | that we were returned by a fully adequate 


any kind, owing to the composition of | majority on that occasion. 


your Lordships’ House, why is it neces- 
The Earl of Crewe. 


I am per- 
'fectly certain that since last December 
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your Lordships have been endeavouring | elimination or by some process of selec- 
to forget the circumstances connected | tion which would spare their feelings and 


with the Education Bill, and therefore I | 
must apologise for reminding you of | 
the three main points upon which we 
failed to agree. One of them had to 
do with the transfer of schools ; another 
was in connexion with giving denomina- 
tional teaching in certain council schools ; 





and the third dealt with the question of 


giving religious instruction in transferred | 


schools by certain teachers. Now, as- 
suming that we were returned after a 


dissolution, what guarantee have we, 


that all or any of these particular points 


would be decided in our favour by your , 


Lordships’ House? The most rev. 


Primate might urge that the return of | 
our majority was largely due to fear: 


of Lord Ridley and his tariff-reformers, | 
and that it was hard that the interest | 


of Church schools should suffer in the 
cause of free trade. We should have no 
guarantee, and therefore I say argu- 
ments are often used in this conne:tion 
which are most unfair. 


The question before the country rests 


upon the fact that the Opposition is per- | 


petually in office. Sti 1, noble Lords oppo- 
site might say—‘‘ All that you say of the 
existing House of Lords may be true; 


but it might not be truly applied to some | 


renewed and regenerated House, after 
this Committee has sat.” Our case is 
that any possible modification in the 
constitution 
be made under the restrictions named 
in the Amendment would be subject | 
to precisely the same criticism on account | 
of its overwhelmingly partisan character 

Of course if this Committee recom- | 
mended the abolition of the House of 
Lords and the substitution for it of an 
elected Senate my observation might | 
not apply. But I assume that that will | 
not be the case, partly because it would | 
not come within the terms of reference 
to the Committee, and partly because 
it would also involve the abolition of 
the House of Commons as we now know 
it. 

But can this Committee devise a less | 
partisan House of Lords than this House 
is at present ? I believe not. How are 
you to set about it? You may begin by | 
getting rid of what are known as “ black | 


of this House which can | 


‘such novel elements. 
} ji aay ies 
will not, as a rule, be politicians ; 


yet leave them outside. I do not know 
that we have ever found our black sheep 
—so far as they exist—a serious trouble 
or nuisance in this House. They are 
not numerous. There may be others 
slightly dashed with grey; but the 
fleeces of the vast majority of noble 
Lords are of the most snowy white. It 
is not the colour of the sheep that we 
object to, it is their gregarious habits. 
Observers of rural life will often have 
noticed that a flock of sheep, animated 
apparently by a single uncontrollable 
impulse, not always of a rational char- 
acter, follow one of their number where- 
ever he may choose to lead them; and 
it is rather in that connection than in 
the matter of colour that we are disposed 
to desire some alteration in the character 
of the flock. 


Then, my Lords, are you going to 
alter the partisan character of the House 
by introducing a certain number of life 
Peers into it? There is much to be said 
for that course, and I certainly am not 
going to adduce any argument against 
it; but I am bound to say, so far as re- 
gards an alteration in the partisan nature 
of the House, it would be entirely in- 
effective. Are you going on the principle 
of having distinguished men, somewhat 
lumped together by Lord Newton as 
major - generals, rear-admirals, distin- 
guished colonial governors, and others ? 
You will not, I think, alter the partisan 
character of the House by any intro- 
duction of that kind. We have already 
several distinguished members of such 
classes in the House. Some are poli- 
ticlans, and some are not; and I think 
you will agree with me that those who 
are not generally exhibit their impartial 
character by taking little or no part in the 
general business of the House. Or you 
may try to collect a goodly fellowship of 
eminent butterfly hunters, landscape 
painters, numismatics, and sanitary en- 
gineers, and crowd your benches with 
But these people 
and 
you will not, consequently, by an addi- 


‘tion of that kind, seriously affect the 


composition of the House. 


I am bound to say that if it is the 


sheep,” either by the process of direct | desire and intention of the country that 
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Liberal policy and Liberal measures 
should be perpetually submitted, not 
merely to the revision, but—if they 
choose it—to the rejection of a Conser- 
vative Committee, I would very much 
sooner remain in the hands of noble 
Lords opposite, who are skilled,  ex- 
perienced, and politically minded, and 
who from time to time support their 
contentions by arguments. The belief 
that there exists somewhere in the 
country a sort of reservoir of eminent 
men who are not partisans and who 
might profitably be added to the House, 
and who would be able to take so dis- 
tinguished a part in its deliberations 
that the other House and the country 
would bow before their decisions, is, in 
my judgment, a pure fallacy. 


So far as I know there are only two 
kinds of politicians. One kind are those 
who have undergone what Lord Newton 
called the rough-and-tumble of the 
House of Commons by popular election. 
The other kind may, if you like, be 
divided into two classes, both of which 
are adequately represented in this House. 
The first class consists of those who, 
like my noble friend behind me, and the 
noble Marquess opposite, have been 
trained from their earliest years in the 
business of politics, and are professional 
politicians in the very best sense of the 
word. There are also those who have 
won admittance here by distinguished 
official careers, although, as I said be- 
fore, they unfortunately do not take 
that part which their abilities entitle 
them to in the general business of the 
House. As I say, I believe that the 
existence of this potential addition to a 
new Second Chamber or to an improved 
House of Lords is a myth. At the time 
of the Bourbon restoration, as your 
Lordships may remember, there was a 
Chamber of Peers. It was a singularly 
distinguished body, and contained a 
great many of the most eminent men of 
the time in France. But its political 
influence, as history teaches, was of the 
most insignificant character; and I fear 
that a similar fate would await a Chamber 
constituted in this country in a similar 
way. 

I have given the reasons why, in our 


judgment, if such a Committee as is 
proposed were appointed, it would be 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{LORDS} 
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useless for us to take any part in its 
leliberations. I can assure the noble 
Harl and the House that we reach that 
conclusion from no lack of respect either 
to him or to noble Lords opposite. The 
issue before the country being what I 
have stated it to be, we feel that we 
should be utterly confusing that issue 
if we were to sit down at this moment 
and attempt to engage in a re-organisa- 
tion of the constitution of the House, 
knowing very well that if we did so we 
should undoubtedly be giving colour 
to what I have attempted to show is the 
erroneous expectation or belief that 
something which this Committee might 
do might tend to modify the proposals 
which we will have to present in due 
time in regard to the relations between 
the two Houses. 


I regret myself that these proposals 
have not yet been laid before the country. 
It is simply a question of the order of 
business in another place. Your Lord- 
ships will, I think, appreciate the fact 
that when these proposals are sub- 
mitted to the other House your Lord- 
ships’ friends in that House will un- 
doubtedly ask, and ask with reason, 
for some days for their discussion ; and 
noble Lords will, therefore, appreciate 
the fact that the precise date of the in- 
troduction of these proposals must depend 
upon the state of business in the House of 
Commons, and the progress that is made 
with other measures. I, therefore, regret 
to say that owing to that circumstance, 
ind that circumstance alone, the Prime 
Minister will not, I am informed, be able 
to make his statement before Whitsun- 
side. When these proposals reach this 
House, I hope that they will receive 
rot merely the serious, but the not un- 
friendly consideration of noble Lords 
»ypposite. They will deserve that recep- 
sion at any rate, because they will not 
de made in a spirit of hostility to this 
House. On the contrary, we believe 
that if these proposals are adopted, 
chere will remain a wide field of usefulness 
for your Lordships’ House. 


Nobody can have had the honour of a 
‘eat in this House for far fewer years 
shan I have, without recognising the 
reat qualities of many Members of 
your Lordships’ House. We recognise, 
not merely what is vaguely spoken of 
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as the ability of many Members, but 
their great faculty for business, their 
remarsable powers of work, their varied 
and wide experience, and the high public 
spirit which is conspicuous through all 
our Party warfare. My Lords, these 
things are the possession of the country 
and they certainly ought not to be lost 
to the country; but I believe that they 
can be employed, and will be employed, 
in accord with the desire of the country, 
in view of the changed condition of 
things which, to some extent, exists to-day. 
I believe there will remain for this House 
no insignificant part to play, and a part 
in which no Member of the House present 
or future, however eminent, need be 
ashamed to take a share. We shall be 
able, I hope for many years to come, by 
our deliberations to assist the representa- 
tive House in shaping and maturing 
measures of many kinds which will be of 
benefit to all classes of His Majesty’s 
subjects. 


Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
My Lords, I confess that when the noble 
Earl who has just sat down rose to his 
feet I was inclined very much to regret 
that he was going to mix up two totally 
different subjects in this debate, for the 
relations of one House with the other 
have absolutely nothing to do with the 
organisation of this House itself. But 
as the noble Earl proceeded I found his 
speech intensely interesting, and I was, 
as I think your Lordship must all have 
been, vary much touched at his kindness 
in assuring us that, even if His Majesty’s 
Government carried out their proposals 
in regard to this House, we would still 
have something to do of which we need 
not be ashamed. But, my Lords, the 
noble Earl rather watered down that 
kind assurance by a previous utterance, 
for it was perfectly plain that in his 
opinion nothing could make this House 
an impartial Assembly unless it were 
elective from top to toe. I do not know 
whether that was letting the cat out of 
the bag, and whether that is the proposal 
which is going to be laid before your 
Lordships; but, if it is not, then any 
other proposition which the noble Earl 
lays down stands at once self-condemned 
by his own assertion that he cannot con- 
ceive any other constitution of this House 
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We all know how well-read in history 
the noble Earl is, and I really wondered 
at the moment whether his memory had 
entirely failed him when he cited in- 
stances of the impartiality of this House. 
The House of Lords, with all its faults, 
is not a creation of yesterday. It has 
existed and done good work for the 
constitution for very many years. This 
dreadful blot of partiality has not, at 
any rate, deprived it of the power of 
serving the nation in the past, and I 
should like to know from the noble Earl 
or one of his colleagues what there is in 
the present state of the country which 
makes it impossible for the House of 
Lords to do as good service in the future. 
What was it that rendered this House 
somewhat partial of late years and un- 
equally balanced, if such is the case ¢ 
It was the Liberal Party which loaded 
the dice when they brought forward the 
Home Rule Bill. It is marvellous that 
the noble Earl should have forgotten 
the impartiality of this House on that 
occasion. On the spur of the moment 
I can mention two other instances. 
There was the action of this House in 
regard to the Compensation for Dis- 
turbances Bill. 


THe Eart or CREWE: I was speak- 


ing of cases in which the Conservative 





Peers had voted against their own 
Party. 


Tae Duxe or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
Perhaps the noble Earl may remember 
that when it was proposed to give women 
seats on the borough councils of London, 
which were instituted by the late Govern- 
ment, the Prime. Minister, Lord Salisbury, 
expressed himself strongly in favour 
of that proposal, which was rejected ‘n 
this House. 








whith could make it impartial. 


THE Eart or CREWE: I do not 
think the noble Duke will find that that 
was a Party division. 


Tue Duxe dr NORTHUMBERLANT: * 
Surely that is hardly a worthy answer. 
We are talking of the impartiality of the 
House. We all know that neither House 
of Parliament is apt to vote against its 
own Ministers. But that noble Lords 
do not exercise their impartial opinions 
independently of what the wishes of 
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their leaders may be, when they have an 
opinion of their own, and they very 
often have, is, I think, an absolutely 
unfounded statement. 


I pass now to what is really the sub- 
ject of discussion to-night—namely, the 
Bill introduced by Lord Newton and 
the Amendment moved by my noble 
friend Earl Cawdor. I wish to sup- 
port, in the strongest way I can, 


the general propositions embodied in- 


Lord Newton’s Bill. I do not say 
that I am prepared to support every 
sentence of the Bill; there may be 
some blots in it, but, if so, they are 
matters of detail for consideration 
in Committee. I was sorry to hear 
the attack on the Bill by the noble Earl, | 
Lord Cawdor, who, I think, has mis- | 
understood some of its provisions. For | 


{LORDS} 
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often thrown on the Table of the House. 
In addition, private Members were then 
sometimes able, without the assistance of 
Ministers, to pass important Bills, and 
we all know that there are measures 
on the Statute Book which go by the 
name of the private Members who 
introduced them and carried them 
through. 


But all that is changed, and everyone 
knows that as a matter of fact no 
measure now has a chance of passing the 
Lower House unless the Ministry 
of the day give facilities for it and 
carry it forward. I admit that last 
year His Majesty’s Government did 
help on in one way private Members’ 
legislation by adopting the ideas and 
drafting of a private measure and 
| taking the credit to themselves. But the 





instance, the Bill will not exclude such | novel and, I hope, not to be universally 
men as Lord Kelvin and Lord Lister | | copied system is a bad compensation for 
who, as created Peers, would have a seat. | the considered legislation of old days, 
There is nothing in the Bill to affect the | ‘carried out by private Members as well 
prerogative of the Crown to create Peers,/as by the Government. The Prime 
and all such Peers will sit. I think my/ Minister, with a large majority at 
noble friend deserves the gratitude of | his back in the House Commons, is, so 
the House for having introduced this | | far as legislation is concerned, practically 
measure. The truth of the matter is an autocrat. It is an old saying that— 
that it is not so much any failure of this | « Democracies always end with one man 
House in the performance of its functions rule.” 

which has to be considered as changes | and that— 

which have affected another Chamber | 


* Revolutions always bring forth a Napoleon.’ 
and the country outside. spina. ag 


ln this country we carry out revolution 

This is a very difficult subject to speak | by very slow and quiet means, but it 
upon. Neither House appears so undigni- | really looks as if in one form the same 
fied and to such disadvantage as when | result was coming about. Except for 
criticising the other, but I shall endeavour | what check he may receive from his col- 
to avoid “anything which could be called | leagues in the Cabinet, the Prime Minister 
disrespectful to the other Chamber while | |has practically an autocratic rule over the 





I point out to your Lordships one or two | 
remarkable and important facts. Before 
I proceed may I be allowed to say that I 
am not making an attack on any Party. 

What I am going to say would have been 
quite as true when the last Government 
were in power asitisnow. The character 
of the Lower House has entirely changed 
within the last forty years. Forty years 
ago the independent private Member in the 
House of Commons was a great power. 
Resolutions were constantly brought 
forward by private Members, which, 
having been fully discussed, formed the 
basis of legislation, with the result that 
then we did not get such crude, ill-con- 
sidered, and ill-drawn measures as are 


The Duke of Northumberland. 


egislative destinies of the country. So 
| much is this the case that in certain 
circumstances he coerces the Upper 
House as well as the Lower. I can 
‘remember, in 1901, a Bill of 104 clauses 
for factory legislation was brought up 
from the House of Commons on August 
14th, and on the 15th it was passed 
through all its stages and became law. 
I was present on the occasion. It was 
within the power of any one of your 
Lordships to have prevented that Bill 
rom passing. It did not require any 
particular genius or talent; it only 
required a little courage. Yet there 
was not a Peer present who had the 
courage to stand up and oppose that 
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course. I cannot help saying that that 
was one of the most monstrous evasions 
of the privileges of this House that I 
have ever known. 


Noble Lords opposite may say that a 
Unionist Prime Minister could do that, 
but not a Liberal. But that does not 
alter the Constitutional question. What 
we want is to strengthen this House, 
which I affirm is the only thing at the 
present day which stands between the 
Prime Minister and the liberties of the 
people, because it really seems that it is 
within the power of the Prime Minister— 
a Unionist Prime Minister, if you will— 
to disregard the wishes of the Lower 
House, of this House, and of the people 
during his tenure of office. When a 
Government has lost the confidence of the 
country the House of Lords is the only 
safeguard the people have against rash 
legis'ation, and legislation which is not in 
accordance with their wishes. To my mind 
that is a real argument in favour of some- 
thing being done in the direction of my 
noble friend’s Bill. 


I ask, is this such a revolutionary | 
measure ? Noble Lords speak some- | 
times as if the House of Lords had 
never reformed itself. What was the 
creation of life Peers when the Lords of 
Appeal were constituted? What was 
the further step when lay Lords deprived | 
themselves of the right of voting on legal 
questions ? What, again, was it when | 
this House deprived ‘itself of the right | 
of using proxies? All these have been | 
reforms of the House of Lords, marching 
with the times and the necessities of the 
day. My noble friend Lord Newton 
now says that the time has come when 
the House has arrived at such a size, 
and the business before it is so heavy 
and so important, that it would be a good 
thing to strengthen it in the eyes of the 
country, that some qualifications should 
be imposed, not before an _ hereditary 
Peer has the right to sit, but before he has 
an opportunity of exercising the functions 
which appertain to that right. That 
really is at the bottom of the whole 
matter. 


If you do not approve of the particular 
qualifications which the noble Lord 
proposes in his Bill, well and good. 
I myself would like, I admit, to extend 


them. But the qualifications in the Bill! 
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are well worth considering. Your Lord- 
ships mix with all classes of men as 
much as your fellow-countrymen, and I 
would ask you if you have not as often 
heard the House of Lords spoken of with 
respect and esteem as you have heard it 
spoken of in any other way. During 
the last six or seven years there has been 
a strong and growing feeling throughout 
the country that the House of Lords is a 
very valuable body, and the people would 
be glad to see it strengthened. The 
noble Earl, Lord Cawdor, m: nade an appeal 
to the Front Bench opposite to know 
whether they wanted to strengthen the 
House of Lords or to weaken it, but I did 
not hear any answer to that question. 
I did hear, however, that the House of 
Lords would be a hopeless body unless it 
were elective. 


*Tue Eart or CREWE: I said nothing 
approaching that statement. I am afraid 
the noble Duke did not hear what I 
said. 





THe Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND : 
I believe the noble Earl said that it was 
hopeless to expect that this House could 
| act impartially unless it were an elective 


body. 


| *Tue Eart or CREWE: No. What I 
| said was that unless the proposition was 
to alter the character of the House by 
| making it a purely elective body —which 
| I remarked was out of the question—I did 
not see how it was likely to lose its 
partisan character. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
That is very much the same. I do not 
| see the difference. The House of Lords 
must remain a partisan Assembly unless 
something is done which nobody sug- 
gests should be done. Therefore, is His 
Majesty’s Government going to strengthen 
this partisan House or to weaken it ? 
We must wait till the cat comes out of the 
bag, but in the meantime I trust that 
your Lordships will assent to the Amend- 
ment of Lord Cawdor referring the subject 
to a Committee. I earnestly ope that 
this reference to a Committee will not 
be allowed to bea shelving of the question, 





and that we shall not permit red herrings 
about the differences between the two 
Houses, and so forth, to divert our 
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attention from the strengthening and | why we should endeavour to undertake 
reforming of this House. the reform, to see whether we cannot 
; y : do something at any rate to cure what 
I should like to say, in conclusion, | is one of of the most constant complaints 
pole Loed who has troduced thin Bil. [°t 2002 Herds opposite and thete sup 
I have had the honour of a seat in this oer mr ayers Fe See Ee. 
House for nearly twenty years, and when Then the noble Earl said that perhaps 
I first came here the air was full of | it was an accident of the situation that 
reform of the House of Lords. I was | a Second Chamber must always be more 
extremely interested in the matter myself, | Conservative than the other, and he was 
but, of course, as a young Peer it would | good enough to say that it was not our 
not have been seemly for me to have | fault, that the dice had been loaded for 
asked your Lordships to consider pro- | us by the Constitution, and that we were, 
posalsforreform. But somehow or other | therefore, not to blame ; and in the latter 
the useful interest which was then | part of his speech he talked of us with 
taken in the question died out. I hope sympathy and almost, I think, with 
this House will now stick to the work. I | feelings akin to love. Yet, after all that, 
I should like to appeal to my noble | he will not help us to cure the defects 
friend on the Cross Benches, Lord | which he and his political friends from 
Rosebery, who has shown so much interest | time to time in the country are cer- 
in the past in this question, again to take | tainly not backward in setting forth. 


an interest in it and bring forward the | ; sis 
suggestions which he is so well able to |, Just think for a moment of the position 
bring forward. I should like to see the | 12 Which we are placed. I am not one of 
whole intelligence of this House, which those who blame the nobie Lord on the 
; bench behind me for bringing forward 


is so great, brought to bear on this |“) hey 
question. I am confident that a wise | this question. He was entirely within 


and sound conclusion will be come to for | his Tights. I think it is fortunate that 
which the country will be extremely | he did so, and I am sure the great majority 
grateful, and one which will place us | of your Lordships are glad that he has 
under a great debt of gratitude to the | taken up the question. But I prefer, in 
noble Lord who has brought forward this all the circumstances, the Amendment 
Bill to-night. of the noble Earl on the front Opposition 
. | Bench, and for this reason. Much as 
‘there is good, much as there is to be 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | supported in the Bill of the noble Lord, 
My Lords, I venture to hope that the | I for one could not accept it as it stands. 
House will not think I am taking too | It was criticised somewhat hardly by 
much upon myself in intruding at this | the noble Earl on the front Opposition 
early period in the debate. I shall; Bench on one or two points, and no 
not detain the House at any undue | doubt the Bill might be amended in 
length. But I think there is one thing regard to those matters in Committee. 
that must be present to the minds of But my objection to giving a Second 
many of us—namely, a profound sense | Reading to this Bill is that we might be 
of disappointment with the attitude held to be unduly committed to the 
which the Government have taken up particular line of action foreshadowed 
in regard to the matter, as evidenced both in it. On the other hand, if we reject 
by the Amendment which they have | the measure without any promise of 
placed on the Paper and by the speech consideration our action will be repre- 
of the noble Earl. The noble Earl | sented as proclaiming our belief that the 
gives as one of the reasons for not agree- | constitution of this House is perfect, or 
ing to the proposal that the Party | that it is incapable of wise change. I 
character of this House shows such a do not desire to take up that attitude, 
perpetually overwhelming preponderance | and the Motion of the noble Earl on the 
in favour of one of the political Parties | Front Bench seems to me to provide 
that he cannot assent to the suggestion | exactly that middle course which I 
that it should be reformed. I venture | respectfully venture to hope the House 
to think that is one of the very reasons | will adopt. 


The Duke of Northumberland. 
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I feel, as I have said, profound dis- 
appointment with the attitude which 
the Government have taken up in regard 
to this matter. What is it that they 
ask us to declare? They ask us to say 
that— 

“it is not exped‘ent to proceed with the 
discussion of various proposals for reforming 
the constitution of this House until provision 
has been made for an effective method of 
settling differences which may arise between 
this House and the other House of Parliament.” 
If they have a method to put before 
the House and the country I do not 
see anything inconsistent with the Motion 
for a Committee to consider the constitu- 
tion of this House. Even if their pro- 
posals were accepted, some of the defects 
which those of us who sit on this side 
of the House feel to exist regarding the 
constitution of the House would still 
remain; and it does not seem to me 
that, because the Government have 
proposals of their own to bring forward, 
there is any reason why we should not 
proceed to consider the constitution 
of this House, and see whether we cannot 
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improve it. 
The noble Earl was very strong on the | 


point that in his opinion the country } 
does not care so much about the con- | 
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fare, and is assailed by a volley of abuse. 
You cannot answer in kind, because you 
are sure to be beaten, and the only thing 
to do is to disregard it and walk away 
with as much dignity as you can maintain 
in the circumstances. What I am afraid 
of is, and the fear has been greatly 
magnified by the speech of the noble 
Earl, that there is a root difference 
between noble Lords on that side of the 
House and us as to what is the real 
function of the House of Lords, or, 
indeed, of any Second Chamber in the 
Constitution of this or any country. 


I am not entitled to speak for anyone 
but myself, but if I were asked to define 
what is the function of a Second Chamber, 
I should be inclined to say that its duty 
is to secure that no policy shall be irrevo- 
cably adopted which is not in accordance 
with the settled will of the people. A 
Second Chamber, whatever its constitu- 
tion, whatever may be its powers, cannot 
fulfil that function efficiently unless 
it has some power in the last resort 
to compel an appeal to the country, 
which alone can demonstrate what is the 
real will of the people. It does not 
follow that we claim to have a dissolu- 
tion upon every subject. I recognise the 





stitution of this House as about the pro- | force of much that the noble Earl said 
posals which the Government are going | 0n that point, but if the Government 
to bring forward for settling differences | propose to deprive the Second Chamber 
between the two Houses. If those | Of the power of making sure of the real 
proposals are of such vitalimportance | Will of the people to the extent which I 
to the country, surely it would be fair | have indicated, they are entering upon 
to the country, to Parliament, and, | a course which self-respect and absolute 
above all, to your Lordships that we | duty will compel us to resist to the 
should see them at the earliest possible | Uttermost. 
date. Various suggestions have been’ 4 may be said that the larger the 
made, into which I shall not attempt | majority in the representative House 
to go. There have been some more ithe greater the force with which their 
or less veiled threats of what is described | proposals come to us. To a great 
as a revolution by one of the Law Officers | gxtent that may be true. but it is not 
of the Crown, and certainly one, if not | the whole truth. It depends largely 
more, of the colleagues of the noble Lord | 5, the conditions under which that 
opposite has gone about to various | majority may have been obtained. It 
meetings and has not spoken in exactly | a). depends very largely upon such 
the same tone of sympathy and friend- | questions as whether the majority in 
ship for this House that the noble Earl| the other House really is a reflex of 
has adopted to-night. | the votes of those who returned them to 
It is difficult to know how to deal! power. I venture to say that the diffi- 
with attacks couched in the sort of | culties of any Second Chamber in such a 
language to which we have been accus- | Constitution as ours are greatly increased 
tomed out of doors. For my part, I feel| from two causes. They are increased 
myself in the position of one who has paid | because since 1832 the House of Commons, 
what a cabman thinks is <n insufficient | which then became for the first time a 
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really democratic body, has been|same time waiting all this time before 
gradually growing more and more demo- | producing their own scheme, i3 one 
cratic in its constitution, while this | not worthy of themselves, not fair 
House has not been so affected. Butj}to Parliament, and not just in the 
there is a second reason why the responsi- | interests of the country. I shall cer- 
bility of the Second Chamber and the! tainly support the Amendment of the 
difficulty of its position are greater now ‘noble Earl on the Front Opposition 
than ever before—namely, on account , Bench, if he goes to a division. 

of what is perhaps inevitable in all | 

democracies, the more strict natureand) Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I 
go vth of Party discipline. One of the.) wish to state my entire agreement with 
great difficulties of our position at the the speech of my noble friend the Duke 
present time is that owing to the strictness of Northumberland. I will not reiterate 
of Party discipline we do not get the play | his arguments, but will call your Lord- 
of independence in voting in the other ships’ attention to a curious feature of 
House which used to be the case some this debate. The noble Earl on the 
quarter of a century or longer ago. Front Opposition Bench moved his 
/ Amendment, but never said one single 
word in favour of it. The whole of his 
© speech from beginning to end was a 
‘denunciation of the Bill, and I cannot 
understand why, if he has such a strong 


To a great extent we here are between | 
two fires. If we refuse to pass a Bill we 
are said to be thwarting the will of the 
people ; if we do pass it we are told that 
we are too cowardly to give effect to our feeling against the Bill, he did not place 
own opinions. I do not think that 1S an Amendment on the Paper for its 
right or fair. I for one say that there is | rejection. Then we had the speech of the 
no treason to our proper functions if poble Earl the Lord President of the 


we pass a Bill which we may not Council, who ignored the Bill altogether, 
altogether like if we are satisfied that; 44d added that if the Committee 


it is really in accordance with the settled joved for by Lord Cawdor were ap- 
shes inne 1 ; “3 : 

wishes and desires of the people. But pointed the Government would have 
it 1s @ very different thing when you £9 nothing to do with it. Therefore it comes 
on to argue that the House of Commons to this, that if your Lordships agree to 
18, as 1t were, a sovcreign peg that It Lord Cawdor’s Amendment without pass- 
is never to be thwarted. What is the ing the Second Reading of the Bill, you 
object of the change which the noble will only set up a dum:ny Committee, of 
Ear! ag indicates in his Amend- which noble Lords opposite would form 
ment * eg it Hasan that the Houses yo part whatever, and which, I think, 
are never to differ, or, if they do differ, could be satisfactory neither to your 
that the elective Assembly is always to Lordships nor to the country ; 

prevail? That is practically tne aboli- s 


tion of the Second Chamber altogether. It is said that if we agree to the Second 


| Reading of Lord Newton’s Bill we shall 

The most hateful and insulting scheme | be giving our approval to everything 
which could be produced for the reform of | that is contained init. I entirely disagree 
any Second Chamber, and most of all a | with that proposition. The Bill, if it 
Second Chamber with a history and | | is read a second time, will be in the hands 
traditions like ours, is to keep us in name, | of the Select Committee to do whatever 
but to abolish our powers altogether. | they like with. I have sat on at least 
I would sooner see this House abolished | two Select Committees of your Lordships’ 
than thus reduced to impotence, and in | House, and I was also on a good many 
that I am sure I speak the views of the | more in the House of Commons, but I 
enormous majority who sit in this House. | must say I never saw two Bills so 
We are trustees under the Constitution | thoroughly ill-treated las} were the two 
against the uncontrolled will of the | referred to the Select Committees of your 
elected Chamber, and that is why Ij Lordships’ House on which I sat. Every 
deeply regret that the Government have | clause in one of the Bills was altered, and 
met us with an absolute non possumus.|in the other case we reported to the 
I think the attitude of the Government | House that, while we recommended that 
in refusing to assist any reform, and at the | legislation should take place on the 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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{6 May 1997} 


(Reform) Bill. 1250 


principle of the Bill, we rejected the | speeches of Lord Courtney on the Plural 


Bill itself. 


We suggested another Bill | 


waich we had seen and which had been | 


drafted by an eminent counsel at the 
Parliamentary Bar. 


What will be the position if you pass 
the Amendment of my noble friend on 
the Front Opposition Bench? You 
will simply shelve the Bill altogether. 
It will have no sanction from ths House; 
it will not even have the force that would 
attach to an abstract Resolution of the 
House. The proposal on the Paper in 
the name of the noble Earl the Lord 
President of the Council appears at first 
sight a far more logical proposition than 
that of Lord Cawdor, and if Ministers 
had held their tongues since the King’s 
Speech it might have been a very fair 
proposition for them to make; but, 
unfortunately, they have not done so, 
and, although the President of the Council 
told us very little in his speech of what 
the proposals of the Government are, 
still we know from the various speeches 
that have been made by Ministers that 
their sole object is to put aside the 
functions of this House during the re- 
mainder of the term of office of the present 
Government. I am quite prepared to 
vote for the Bill and against the Amend- 
ments of both the Front Benches. 


In voting for the Bill I simply give my 
vote in favour of the practical reform of 
this House, leaving the settlement of 
details to a strong Select Committee. 
Whether the proposals put forward in 
this Bill are the best or not, at any rate 
at present they hold the field. I do not 
desire at this moment to detain your 
Lordships by reiterating arguments 
which you have already heard, but I 
should like to call attention to one of the 
allegations made against this House. It 
is that this House is not in touch with 
the people. I venture to say that anyone 
who was present, as I was, all through 
the education debates in this House last 
autumn must clearly have reali ed that 
those who took part in the debates were 
in very close touch with the country. 


Why are we to hand over for the present 


Parliament the legislation of this country | 


entirely to Ministers in the other House ? 
Are they representatives? I think the 


fact that the present Parliament is not | 
'My Lords, when this Bill was fist placed 


represent tive was clearly shown by the 


| 


Voting Bill last year and on the Muni- 
cipal Representation Bill this year. 
The noble Lord showed that if the repre- 


| sentation of the country had been given 


in a proportiona e manner there would 
have been a majority in the House of 
Commons oi only forty on the Miuisterial 
side. In the county in which I live 
92,000 voters went to the poll at the last 
general election, 47,000 of whom voted 
in favour of Ministerial candidates and 
45,000 in favour of Unionist ; yet of the 
eleven Members returned only two are 
Unionists. * That is the case all 
over the country, and therefore the 
present Government cannot claim that 
there is any particular reason why at the 
pres:nt moment complete power should 
be given to the House of Commons. 


Then there is the allegation that when 
a Conservative Government are in office 
this House passes bad Bills without 
adequate discussion. That is a much 
more substan ial allegation than that 
we do not give a fair discussion to Bills 
when a Liberal Government are in office. 
There were bad Bills passed with very 
little discussion during the late Govern- 
ment. There was the Education Act 
of 1902, out of which all our trouble arose, 
and there was the Vaccination Act passed 
with hardly any discussion at all. But 
what is the great Bill we are said to have 
damaged so much in its progress through 
this House? The Education Bill of last 
year. Well, if the Government believe 
the country is with them, let them go to 
the country; they will very soon find 
out they are wrong. I donot think there 
is any ground for the complaint in regard 
to the Education Bill. I think the Bill 
of Lord Newton is a good and reasonable 
basis on which to go to Committee, and 
I shall vote for the Seconi Reading. If 
that Motion is carried I shall then move 
the Amendment which stands in my 
name on the Paper, viz.— 

‘That the Bill be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee of not less than thirty Members, with 
an instruction to consider the Bill, together 
with any other suggestions or Amendments 
which may be submitted to the Committee by 
any Member of the House, and to report as to the 
desirability of passing the Bill in its present 
or an amended form.” 


*Lorp WILLOUGHBY ve EROKE: 
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in my hands I, in common with a great 
many others, anxiously scanned the 
schedule to see whether there was the 
slightest probability of my being con- 
sidered a fit and proper person to take 
any further part in the debates of your 
Lordships’ House, and I was very much 
astonished to find that masters of 
hounds were not included in Lord 
Newton’s list. I then turned to the 


reference to the House of Commons, and. 


found to my chagrin and and disappoint- 
ment that I had only been elected once, 
and, unlike Lord Newton, who had been 
elected twice, I should not be able to join 
him in the reconstituted House of Lords. 
The only other, Peer besides Lord Newton 
whom I have heard this evening express 
unqualified approval of this measure, is 
Lord Heneage, who, by a curious coin- 
cidence, also comes within the category 
of those who would be able to sit in the 
newly-constituted House. 


Lorp NEWTON: Lord Heneage is a 
qualified Peer of the Realm. 


" Lorp WILLOUGHBY pe BROKE: 
That is the point I was trying to make. 
Besides Lord Newton, Lord Heneage is 
the only Peer I have heard advocating 
the adoption of these proposals in full, 
and he happens by a coincidence to Le 
also qualified to sit in the newly-con- 
stituted House. I will not weary your 
Lordships by taking the provisions of the 
Bill sercatim. They have already been 
dealt with by Lord Cawdor in a manner 
which gained my entire approval. I do 
not think that a more telling indictment 


of the measure could have been framed | 
than that which Lord Cawdor brought | 


forward. I, however, am one of those 
who almost wish that his Lordship had 
gone a little further and invited the House 
to throw out the measure forthwith, 
without even referring it to a Committee, 
though it is perhaps presumption on my 
part to bring forward such an opinion 
in the face of the expert speeches that 
we have heard on this matter. 


I wish with your Lordships’ permission 
to say one or two words on the witty, 
amusing, and clever speech in which 
Lord Newton moved the Second Reading 
of his Bill. I uncerstccd him to say 
that his three main objections to the 


Lord Willoughby de Broke. 
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| House of Lords as at present constituted 
| were based upon the sparse attendance 
of Peers, the undue preponderance of 
the hereditary element, and the pre- 
dominant character of the Conservative 
element. I do not think that the argu- 
ment of the sparse attendance in your 
Lordships’ debates really deserves the 
serious attention which Lord Newton 
proposes to giveit Ly this Fill. It is quite 
true that during the debates last autumn 
on many occasions only about one-half, 
and sometimes even less, of your Lord- 
ships’ House attended ; Lut I respectfully 
maintain that the attendance generally 
on important questions has been quite 
sufficient to disarm the ancient criticism 
which used to be levelled against this 
House, and which I find in the works of 
Mr. Walter Bagehot, who used to say 
that the best cure for admiring 
the House of Lords was to go and look 
at it. With regard to the preponderance 
of the hereditary element, I think I am 
well within my rights when I say that 
the hereditary element has stood the test 
|of many hundred years. Although tke 
| argument of the lapse of time may savour 
_ of antiquated Toryism, I respectfully urge 
| that it may be adduced in support of 
'the hereditary element in the House of 
| Lords. It may, perhaps, be urged with 
some force that the hereditary element 
tends to exclude those whose presence in 
this House would be of great value to our 
idebates. It used to te said that the 
House of Lords closed its doors upon 
genius which could not found a femily 
and upon ability which had not 
£5,000 a year. I do not wish to exc mire 
the bank bock of any Member of your 
Lordships’ House or his ability to found 
|a family, but still I think that during 
recent years the tendency on the part of 
the Crown has been to include in your 
| Lordships’ House those who for any 
reason have shown stfficient ability or 
distinction to deserve the dignity of a 
seat in this House. 





With regard to the Conservative 
element, to the predominance of which 
Lord Newton objects so much, I venture 
to think that that is exactly what we all, 
or at least a great many of us, want. If 
you went out of dcors and said you 
wanted to whittle away the Conservative 
element in the House of Peers, I do not 
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think you would find a very large audience 
to listen to and endorse your views. A 
Liberal House of Peers is an impossibility ; 
it is a truism to say that it is really a con- 
tradiction in terms. I do not think the 
charge of our proceedings being unduly 
tainted with old time prejudice can 
possibly be levelled against a House 
of Lords which passed the Trade Dis- 
putes Bill and a certain clause in the 
Land Tenure Bill. 


I venture to submit with great respect 
that there is nothing to be gained by 
adopting the drastic and complicated 
measure which Lord Newton has put 
before us. I urge with the greatest 
diffidence and respect in the presence of 
such great authorities that if you begin 
to interfere with the House of Lords on 
the scale suggested you will be tending 
towards a written Constitution. Our Con- 
stitution, which has grown up by de- 
grees, and especially the hereditary ele- 
ment in it, is the one thing that other 
nations in forming Constitutions have 
endeavoured to copy, but without suc- 
cess. Further, I think the present 
juncture is a singularly ill-timed one for 
the Conservative Party to try their hand 
on the Constitution of the country. We 
have noble Lords opposite from whom 
nothing appears to be safe. I do not 
wish to make a rabid party speech, but it 
is admitted that they on the other side 
have tried their hand upon a great many 
questions since they came into office. 
Even Mr. Gilbert’s comedy, “The Mikado,” 
the wittiest and prettiest comedy in the 
English language, is not safe from the 
noble Viscount opposite. 


With regard to the general issue of 
referring the question of the reform of 
the House of Lords toa Committee, it may 
be a great relief to Lord Cawdor to know 
that I for one shall not oppose that 
course being taken; but I cannot help 
thinking that it would have been much 
more interesting if we had waited to see 
what the Radical Party were going to do 
before saying what we would do our- 
selves. We have been waiting for some 
considerable time to hear how they were 
going to carry into effect the first item 
mentioned in the gracious Speech from 
the Throne at the beginning of the session. 
But anxious as I believe many of us are 
to maintain the House of Lords upon 
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practically its present constitution, I 
do not think we need be afraid of referring 
the general question to a Committee, not 
because we hope that that Committee 
will shelve the question, but because I 
telieve it will be exceedingly difficult for'a 
Committee to introduce any scheme 
which would have any effect upon the 
House of Lords, or do that which the 
united wisdom of the Liberal Party has 
tried to do in vain. Although the re- 
form of the House of Lords will probably 
be sent to a Committee upstairs, I hope 
I shall not be accused of attempting to 
lecture your Lordships’ House if I express 
the wish that the question had been left 
in the category to which a great statesman 
once alluded of the things which had 
much better have been left alone. I beg 
to thank your Lordships for the very 
kind hearing which you have given me. 


Lorp AMPTHILL: My Lords, this 
is a question on which I cannot give a 
silent vote. One reason for that is that I 
am under a personal pledge to my 
noble friend Lord Newton to support 
his Bill, and another is that the question 
is one on which I feel strongly and to 
which I have given considerable thought. 
I do not say that it was clear thinking, 
and I have no intention whatever of 
inflicting the whole of the fruits of my 
thoughts on your Lordships. My noble 
friend seems to be in some need of that 
support which I most readily promised 
to give him, because he has thus far 
received but small encouragement and 
cold expressions of sympathy. Indeed 
the noble Earl the Lord President 
went so far as to say that he would be 
very sorry if any Bill which he had 
brought in had been exposed to such 
scathing and unanswerable criticism. 
But the memory of the noble Earl must 
be very short, for it is only a short 
time ago that he was actually in charge 
of a Bill which was exposed to scathing 
and unanswerable criticism—I mean the 
Education Bill. 


The criticism to which the noble Earl 
referred was that which proceeded from 
Earl Cawdor. Personally I could see 
in that criticism nothing that was 
either scathing or unanswerable. The 
noble Earl found fault with several 
details of the Bill, but, as has been 
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pointed out, the details of any measure | 
can be altered without necessarily Vitia- | 
ting its principle or disproving its ex: | 
pediency or necessity. The noble Earl 
said that certain Peers who are among 
the highest ornaments of this House 
would be excluded if the Bill became | 
law. I think the noble Earl was under 
a misapprehension when he made that | 
statement. There are three little words 
in the first clause of the Bill which must 
have escaped his attention, for it is 
there stated that the provisions in regard 
to qualified Peers shall apply only to 
those entitled by descent to sit in the 
House. The words ‘‘ entitled by des- 
cent ’’ safeguard the position of noble 
Lords like Lord Avebury and Lord | 
Kelvin to whom the noble Ear! referred. 
Another criticism of the noble Earl was 
that a Peer who as a young man was 
elected to the House of Commons would 
be for ever after precluded from taking 
his seat in this House as a hereditary 
Peer. But my noble friend in introducing 
the Bill explained very carefully that 
there was an easy and obvious way of 
meeting that difficulty—that all that was 
required was to confer a new title on 
the noble Lord in question. As cases | 
of that kind would not be very numerous, 
and as the addition of a second title | 
would not make any serious encroachment 
on the general fund of such privileges 
of noble Lords, I cannot see that any 
objection could be urged against that 
method of meeting the difficulty. 


I deplore the course of action which | 
has been taken by the noble Earl on the 
Front Bench. Ido not believe there is | 
any Member of this House who can 
honestly say that the object of this, 
Amendment is otherwise than dilatory. | 
It is not as though the question of | 
House of Lords reform was a new question. | 
It has been a question of current politics | 
—I might say a classical question—for | 
over a generation, and in recent years | 
perhaps no question has been more | 
fully or more generally discussed. Every | 
Member of this House who takes any 
part in its affairs must be fully familiar | 


with every suggestion that has ever 
been made for the reform of the’ 
House of Lords, and if they were | 


not so we have nostrums and theories of | 
every sort and kind which writers and 
speakers thrust upon our attention in 


Lord Ampthill. 
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the daily Press. I cannot see that a 
Committee, however constituted, can 
possibly add to the general knowledge 
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‘which the House already possesses on 


it has been 
occasions that 
the constitution of this House is too 
grave a matter to consign to the con- 
sideration of any Committee other than 
a Committee of the Whole House. Even if 


this subject. Moreover, 


.that were not so, I would urge the further 


consideration that any discussion of a 
question affecting the Constitution of 
the country should not be discussed in 
any other manner than coram publico, 
and that can only be done by a Committee 
of the Whole House. 


What is the reason for this dilatory 
I think the noble Lord who 
spoke last rather indicated the feelings 
of those who are in favour of delay. 
They think that the time is inopportune 
—an argument which was most ably 
anticipated by my noble friend. Others 
in private discussion have gone further 
and said that the Bill is a confession of 
weakness—that it is an admission that 
the House of Lords needs reform. My 
own opinion is that the time is peculiarly 
opportune, in spite of the fact that the 
Liberal Party is in power and that the 
Unionist Party has not the majority 
to control the course of legislation. The 
reason I think the time is opportune, is 


that there is without doubt, and has been 


for a long time, a popular—I will not 
say overwhelming—but a widespread 
and popular demand for some alterations 
with regard to the House of Lords. As for 
the Bill being a confession of weakness, 
I do not think any Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House would seriously contend 
that the House of Lords is perfect and 
incapable of reform. The mere fact that 
Members of the House of the calibre 
of the noble Earl who sits on the Cross 
Benches (the Earl of Rosebery) and 
the late Lord Salisbury, men who attained 
the highest position which any English- 
man can attain, namely, that of Prime 
Minister—that two such Members of 
different ways of thinking politically 
should have initiated schemes of reform 
and pressed them upon this House 
is in itself sufficient proof and argument 
that reform is desirable and necessary. 
In recognising the existence of a popular 
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demand for some reform of the House of 
Lords I maintain that, so far from showing 
weakness, we shall be proving, by no 
means for the first time, that we are cap- 
able of recognising, and do recognise the 
national will, and that we do not with- 
stand it; we shall be displaying strength 
not weakness; we shall be disproving 
the assertion that we are incapable of 
moving with the times; we shall be 
proving that we yield to a popular 
mandate even though it runs counter to 
our own prejudices and predilections ; we 
shall be showing emphatically that we 
represent the nation and not a political 
Party. 

I have said that there is a popular man- 
date for the reform of the House of | 
Lords, and that it is a mandate of long 
standing, and not the result of any sudden 
gust of popular passion or prejudice. 
I need not labour that point, for it has 
been amply shown to-night that House | 
of Lords reform has been before this | 
House and before the country for quite | 
a generation past. I think, therefore, | 


that your Lordships, whatever may be | 


your views on the particular question 
before the House, must concede that | 
there is a mandate for some reform. | 
The question—and I admit that it is a 

difficult question—is what form of altera- 
tion is demanded. To ascertain that we | 
must first of all look to the utterances of | 
those to whom the electors of the country 
gave a majority at the last general 
election. The protagonist of the Liberal 
Party in this matter was the President 
of the Board of Trade, who, in very 


forcible language, advocated the abolition | 


of the House of Lords. I will not quote 
his actual words; it would not be 
appropriate to do so in this House. Nor 
shall I quote the speeches of other 
Leaders of the Liberal Party, for nowadays 
it seems that nobody attaches much 
importance to the ipssima verba of any 
statement. No sooner is any importance 
attached to words which at the time of 
their utterance seemed full of meaning 
than it is explained that they have been 
misunderstood. We have had a con- 
spicuous instance of that this evening. 
The important fact is that the opinions 
of the Leaders of the Liberal Party have 
undergone a striking change since that 
Party have had the responsibility of 
carrying on the government of the 
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country. Before the general election 
they were for ending; next they were 
for ending or mending; still later on, 
after considering, as they were obliged 
to do, the difficulties, they inclined 
to mending only; and now, so far as 
we can judge—but of that there is no 
certainty—the taik among them is only 
of “readjusting the relations between 
the two Houses.” But I think we may 
take it nevertheless that there is a 
/mandate for some alteration in the 
| Constitution of this House. 


I next look to the gracious Speech 





from the Throne, and I find that this 
| was the statement— 


“Serious questions affecting the working of 
| our Parliamentary system have arisen from 
| unfortunate differences between the two Houses. 

My Ministers have this important subject under 
| consideration with a view to a solution of the 
| difficulty. 8 


I hold, and I think that my noble friend 
|conclusively proved, that an effective 

“readjustment of the relations between 
the two Houses is not possible without 
some internal change in this House— 
| that is to say, such a readjustment as 
| will not interfere with the vital prin- 
ciples upon which the House of Lords 
|is founded. The Prime Minister has 
/not yet revealed his plan, but we have 
‘had this evening a very striking and 
remarkable utterance from the Lord 
President ; I might almost call it a warn- 
ing—a warning which in its contemp- 
tuous terms of reassurance was almost 
insulting to your Lordships’ House. We 
are to be left some work of which no 
Member of this House need be ashamed. 
That might be the work of a parish 
council, for I could name some of the 
most eminent Members of your Lord- 
ships’ House who are not ashamed to 
take part in the work of their parish 
councils. But whatever meaning may 
be attached to the warning of the Lord 
President, I for one am not convinced 
that he foreshadowed the intentions of 
the Government. I think your Lord- 
ships will recognise that there may be 
some necessity or expediency for throw- 
ing dust in the eyes of those who are 
anxiously waiting to hear what actually 
is to be done. I prefer to think that 
the noble Earl was throwing dust in our 
eyes. Anyhow, the Prime Minister, 
speaking on the Address on 12th February, 
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gave a very definite explanation of , to do with public office know the ad- 


the attitude of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. That attitude was one to which 
we can take no exception. It amounted 


to this—that it is proper and right for | 
the House of Commons to take the | 


initiative in the matter of the readjust- | 
_ responsibility of the conduct of govern- 


ment of the relations between the two 


Houses, but that it would not be right 
for that House to take the initiative in | 


altering our constitution, and that is 
why that essentially and necessary part 


of any scheme of readjustment is left | 


to this House. That the two processes 
should be simultaneous seems to me both 
appropriate and necessary. The words 
of the Prime Minister to which I have 
referred were as follows— 


““We must have such a readjustment of the 
relations of the two Houses as will enable us 
to carry out with reasonable harmony the wishes 
of the people. There are all sorts of schemes 
afloat for reconstituting the second Chamber 
of the Legislature—by introducing new elements, 
by the expurgation of evil elements, and by the 
alteration and revision of the terms of tenure, 
and so on. All such questions we set aside. 
What we are concerned with is that the relations 
between the House of Commons and the other 
Chamber, however composed, should be im- 
proved, and it is this to which in due time the 
attention of the House will be directed.” 


The Bill of my noble friend is designed 
not only to facilitate any readjustment 


which may be advised, but also to effect | 


certain improvements in the Constitution 
of this House which have long been con- 
sidered desirable and even necessary, and 
particularly in the direction of making this 
House less of a partisan Assembly. That 
is a point which the Lord President 
ignored. He maintained, but I do not 
think he established his argument, that 
my noble friend’s Bill would not have 
the effect of making this House less 
partisan. May I endeavour to explain 
in a different way how it seems to me this 
Bill will have that effect ? In the first 
place, the Bill proposes to establish a class 
of qualified hereditary Peers; that is to 
say, of Peers who owe their seats in the 
House to certain official qualifications. 
Is it not fair to expect that such Peers 
will feel a sense of responsibility which 
does not now exist and which will oblige 
them to look more than they do at 
present beyond Party to national in- 
terest, a spirit which would be something 
akin to that which animates the Civil 


Service? All who have had anything , 


Lord Ampthill, 


| their number. 


mirable spirit which pervades the officials 
of the Civil Service. Neither by word 
nor by deed do they, except in the rarest 
instances, betray any partisan feeling, 
but they loyally do their best for which- 
ever Party in the State may have the 


ment. I feel strongly that the qualified 
hereditary Peers could not fail to be 
animated by something of that spirit. 
This in itself would minimise to a great 
extent the inevitable preponderance of 
one Party in this House. 


The hereditary Peers are also to be sub- 
jected to a similar influence, for they are 
in effect to delegate their functions to a 
fourth or a certain proportion—for I 
imagine my noble friend does not adhere 
rigidly to that particular fraction—of 
It is important to recol- 
lect that this is not really a departure 
from the principles which have obtained 
in this House for many centuries past. 
It would be in fact a resuscitation in a 
modern form—a form which is being 
adopted more and more by the other 
House—of the ancient righi of voting 
by proxy. At the same time it is equally 
necessary to insist on the fact that the 
hereditary principle is preserved in full 
force, and I am glad to see that the only 
member of the Government who has 
spoken to-night did not attack or impugn 
the hereditary principle. Indeed the 
maintenance of the hereditary principle 
is absolutely essential unless we are to 
revolutionise the whole Constitution of 
this country and abolish as an Estate of 
the Realm the aristocracy who have held 
that position since the dawn of our 
history and throughout the whole period 
of our national progress. I am not one of 
those who say lightly that the hereditary 
principle is indefensible. On the contrary, 
I hold that those who make that ad- 
mission are either too lazy or too cowardly 
to argue the question. The hereditary 
principle is one which obtains throughout 
the whole system of the universe. It 
holds sway in every single relation of our 
social life. If youcondemn the hereditary 
principle you must ipso facto condemn 
the very principle on which the 
Monarchy is founded. 


Those who speak on public platforms 
on the question of House of Lords reform 
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invariably omit to mention how very 
much the hereditary principle is already 
qualified in this House. They omit to 
explain what is the vital and absolutely 
exceptional fsature of our Constitution— 
that the aristocracy is not an exclusive 
class like the nobility of foreign nations. 
Our aristocracy is constantly being re- 
cruited from the ranks of democracy, 
thus being infused with new blood, new 
life, and new spirit in accordance with 
the spirit of the age. The total number 
of Members of this House is 615, of whom 
no fewer than 104 are Peers by creation, 
that is to say, the first of their title. 
Those who sit by hereditary right number 
434, of whom only 275 are more than 
third in succession, a fact which disposes 
of the common argument or representa- 
tion—misrepresentation I should rather 
say—that the titles in this House have 
been handed down from remote an- 
tiquity. Of the Peers who sit by here- 
ditary right alone, no less than 250 have 
rendered public service of a kind which 
would ordinarily be held to render them 
fit for a seat either in the House of 
Commons or in this House. 
who have been in the House of Commons 
or in political office is 100, so far as I have 
been able to make out. In high rank 
in the Army or Navy, there have been 
102, and we count among our Members 
forty-eight who have been either diplo- 
matists or Governors of Dependencies or 
Colonies. 


{6 May 


The effect of the Bill of my noble friend, 
so far as I can judge, would practically 
be to reduce the Membership of this 
House to those who actually do take 
part in its work—to those who have 
the opportunity, inclination, and qualifi- 
cations for doing so. It would, in effect, 
be the strengthening of this House by a 
process of pruning. It would, incidentally 
be the means of avoiding that unedifying 
spectacle which has so often caused 
justifiable and reasonable irritation 
amongst members of the Party which 
is in a minority of this House—that is to 
say, a certain large influx, on some par- 
ticular great occasion, of noble Lords 
who never take any part in the ordinary 
business of the House. My noble friend 


The number | 
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‘lose his place under the system of 


sumulative voting which he proposes. 


I urge your Lordships to give a favour- 
ible consideration to the Bill in order 
that a bone of contention may be re- 
moved from the strife of Parties, and 
with an equally sincere desire to see fair 
play afforded to the Liberal Party. As 
in Englishman, I dislike a one-sided 
contest or game, and it would be a 
sincere satisfaction to me to see the 
balance of Parties more even in this 
House. I sympathise with those Mem- 
bers of the Liberal Party who are vexed 
with the preponderance of their opponents 
in this House; that is to say, I sympa- 
thise with them when their complaint is 
made in temperate, thoughtful, and 
reasonable language; but my sym- 
pathy turns to resentment when the 
complaint is made as some noble Lords 
opposite have seen fit to make it. Allu- 
sion has already been made to the notable 
speech of the Lord President, who was 
not ashamed to accuse his brother Peers 
of unfair dealing. There was another 
noble Lord who, in addressing a meeting 
of electors during the county council 
election, said that any vote given to the 
Moderate Party was a vote given to the 
House of Lords, and that no more scath- 
ing indictment could be brought against 
a man than that he should vote for the 
maintenance of the House of Lords. 
Another noble Lord who holds impartial 
sway over the Gentlemen-at-Arms, in 
addressing our Colonial guests the other 
night, said that no Colony would tolerate 
for a single day such an Assembly as this. 
I noticed that his remark met with no 
responsive cheer, and although I would 
not presume to pit my knowledge of the 
Colonies against his, I am certain that 
our fellow-citizens in the Colonies share 
with the majority of the people of this 
country a deep reverence for the past, 
and a great admiration for all those 
institutions in this country, which are 
due to long continued growth, and 
could not possibly be created by any 
political effort. It would seem as though 
these noble Lords were unacquainted 
with the history of their own country, 
and of the Assembly to which they ought 


has pointed out that not one single, to be proud to belong. Do they not 


member of the Party which is in a 
minority in this House would necessarily 


know that this House has lived the life of 
the nation and has grown with the nation’s 
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growth ? 
had its lot and part in everything good 
and great that the nation has done, and 


that those whom the nation frcm time | 


to time have considered to be the noblest 
and the best have been constantly added 
to its membership ; that it has been tke 
means of linking the present with the 
past, and of reflecting, as someone has 
said, if not the fleeting moods, certainly 
the matured decisions and accomplished 
deeds cf the nation ? 
the country can be stirred to hatred ard 
contempt of a vital part of its organism 
by the denunciation by any body of 
politicians. I would remind noble Lords 
of a homely saying which I think wou!d 
reflect the opinion of everything that is 
sober and temperate and reasonable in 
this country, namely, that it is an evil 
bird that fouls its own nest. 


Either reform is desirable or it is not. 
If it is, there is no time like the present. 
If it is not, then let us say so boldly, 
instead of making a pretence of consider- 
ing that with which we do not intend to 
proceed. In my judgment this will 
afford us an opportunity of vindicating 
for all time the claim of this House to 
represent the nation at large, of proving 
that no personal or Party prejudices will 
cause us to oppose that which in the due 
course of progress and development the 
nation clearly desires, and that no fear 
of misrepresentation, no dread of change, 
can deter us from acting unhesitatingly 
when a right opportunity suggests itself. 


*Lorp ROBERTSON: My Lords, I 
paused before rising because I felt certain 
that at this stage of the debate someone 
would rise from the benches opposite to 
support the Lord President in the im- 
portant statement which he has made. 
We are given to understand that the 
Liberal Party is effervescing with en- 
thusiasm and also with a still more irre- 
pressible instinct, namely, indignation,and 
yet they are mute. The events of to- 
night are so important that the instincts 
ef an English politician naturally lead 
him to express his opinion, and that 
firmly. I am no orator as my noble 
friend who has just sat down, and I pro- 
pose to confine myself to two or three 
salient points in this most important 
debate. First of all, I must own—I am 


Lord Ampthill. 
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sure my noble friend Lord Cawdor will 
not take this amiss—that when I read his 
Amendment I could not repress a doubt 
as to whether it did not too much take 
an initiative upon this important subject. 
In what I am going to say now I am not 
at all expressing a remonstrance against 
my noble friend, with whom I am going 
to vote; but in order to appreciate the 
position in which we are met it is neces- 
sary to remember what is the claim of the 
House of Lords to influence the legisla- 
tion of the country in mod rn times. 
I do not intend to inflict upon the House 
any historical discussion or even r¢suné 
of the salient instances in which this qu’s- 
tion has been canvassed. I will refer to 
two only which are within the memory 
of living men of my own age. I take the 
case of the Irish Church Bill of 1869, and 
of the Irish Home Rule Bill of 1893. It 
is a curious thing that that one country 
has supplied the two crucial instances for 
ascertaining the Constitution of Engli:¢. 
In 1869, as your Lordships remember, 
the Houses of Parliament were fresh from 
a dissolution. That dissolution had been 
taken at the instance of Mr. Disraeli 
upon the plain issue whether the Irish 
Church should be disestablished or not. 
When the Irish Church Resolutions were 
carried in the House of Common; he 
announced the dissolution, and _ the 
dissolution went forward on that ques- 
tion. A Parliament was returned over- 
whelmingly in favour of the Liberal 
Party. They brought in their Bill, and 
in a memorable speech which ought 
never to be forgotten by politica:s of 
the present day, Lord Salisbury laid down 
the relations of the House of Lords to a 
Parliament so elected. It is worth while 
remembering his words. He said that 
where there was a clear and well as- 
certained decision of the constituencies 
upon any one issue the House of Lords 
accepted their decision although it re- 
tained its own opinion. I turn to the 
case of 1893. Then the country had not 
been consulted upon the question of 
Home Rule, and the Bill proposed by the 
Government had not the sanction of any 
General Election decided upon it. There, 
although the country was agitated to its 
depths, and amid the threats of the 
Prime Minister, the House of Lords 
threw out the Bill and the country 
endorsed its action. 
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Allow me to ask the House this ques- 
tion. Are we right in discussing a sub- 
ject of this kind as if we were at the 
beginning of things ; as if we were for the 
first time considering the House of 
Lords, or as if we were doing so after a 
Revolution? I say that the conditions 
are entirely other, and I, for one, am 
averse to following my noble friend 
below me into all the details of his fine-spun 
schemes for representing everybody and 
getting every gradation of intellect 
reproduced in this House. I, for my 
part, think we had better tread the old 
paths. For one thing I greatly doubt 
the wisdom and even the constitutional- 
ity of this particular proposal. The 
theory under which every hereditary 
Peer sits here is that he has an office 
delegated to him by the Crown upon fis 
personal responsibility. He must exercise 
it according to his own judgment and 
responsibility, and I find no authority in 
the Constitution for converting the 500 
or 600 Members of this House into a consti- 
tuency having power merely to elect some 
hundred men to act for them. I cannot 
help thinking that that proposal is open to 
the greatest objection as being con- 
stitutionally unsound and also mon- 
strously unpopular. What would you 
find in the newspapers the morning after 
the results of the election were made 
known ? You would find that the con- 
stituency of the House of Commons, 
numbering several millions of electors 
had gone one way, and that the other con- 
stituency, consisting of several hundreds, 
forsooth, had gone another. I confess to 
thinking that that would be invidious 
and justly unpopular. I go further and 
say it would be unconstitutional in the 
sense of being out of harmony with the 
essential and original theory of the 
House of Lords. But may I add this? 
My noble friend has exerted and exhausted 
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was not quite clear about a thing, he 
stayed away? I greatly doubt whether 
my noble friend’s spick and span House 
of Lords would stand the strain of a 
tussle with the House of Commons as well 
as the present one does. 


Now, my Lords, I have dwelt on this 
merely because I did not want to abstain 
from discussing what is the primary 
subject of this debate, and also because I 
admire the moderation and good humour 
with which Lord Newton introduced the 
Bill and the way in which he used the 
pretty wit which he knows how to apply. 
But I want to pass to a much more 
important subject. The noble Earl, the 
Lord President, has made a declaration 
to-night which I regard of the most 
momentous importance. He has publicly 
announced that this Government and, I 
suppose, his Party despair of finding a 
House of Lords which will suit his views. 
All the other speakers, including Lord 
Cawdor, have been as liberal as possible 
in their offers. You are in search, I 
suppose, of mature intellect and ex- 
perience, and my noble friends have 
said, “Invoke the four winds of Heaven ; 
search all the regions of science, litera- 
ture, art, the Army, the Navy, anything 
you like ; name it to our Committee, and 
we will see and consider it.” But the 
Lord President of the Council will not 
have it, and the reason is this—because 
he has avowed it—that any House of 
Lords would be too Conservative to live 
with his Government. That is the real 
truth. Now I want to speak a little 
plain English on this question. As I 
have said, he has been offered the 
choice of all the various regions of 


' intallect, and this attitude on his part 


his ingenuity in finding all sorts and con- | 


ditions of people to put into the House of 
Lords. Is it certain that from a calm view 
of the situation, especially on an appeal 
to the House of Commons, that all these 
quick wits brought in from other pursuits 


are exactly the people who are best fitted | 


to decide ; would not the common people | 
of the country say they would rather have | 


Lord so-and-so who was sound on the 
bench or who was a good landlord; that 
they did not mind if sometimes, when he 


VOL. CLXNIII. [Fourrn Sertes.} 


is a proclamation that the Liberal 
policy is now so out of sympathy with 
any kind of trained intellect that it will 
not even make an experiment in that 
direction. I remember some years ago 
that Matthew Arnold, writing in one of 
the magazines, spoke to the politicians of 
both sides, and said, “If you want to 
succeed, make friends of the mind of the 
country.” Well, here is a public denuncia- 
tion of allattempt todoso. Itisadeclara- 
tion that the ways have separated—that 
the Liberal Party will now make no 
attempt to gain over those influences 
which would affect the mind of a 
body recruited from all the various 
branches of intellect, and that it will set 


i 
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it at defiance, and merely try to clip its 
wings. And accordingly, in the present 
discussion, we are entitled to assume that 
when Lord Cawdor has got this Com- 
mittee, and when they have produced, 
with infinite thought and pains, a House 
of Lords which would represent every 
shade of opinion, every kind of politics, 
every sort of intellect—we are entitled 
to assume that after discussing the 
question with the noble Lord the Lord 
President of the Council he will not have 
it at any price, and that his position is 
this: ‘Cease all your efforts; we quite 
admit that any Second Chamber that you 
choose to rig up, will fight with us 
and be irreconcilable with us, and we 
must therefore pare down its authority 
and diminish its powers.” As I have 
said, that is a most momentous declar- 
ation from a British Minister. I hope 
for my part that the British public will 
take note of it as the final separation of 
the two ways—the way of educated 
opinion, and the way of the Liberal 
Party—may I say further the way of 
good sense and the Liberal Party. I do 
not believe that anything of that kind 


will assist demagogues in the pursuit of | 


their trade. I do not believe that the 
people of this country have any objection 
to have the best mind of the country 
applied to any public question, even 
where it may differ from their own first 
impression, and accordingly, as I have 
said, I hope the country will take 
note of this, and I hope the Party 
led by the noble Marquess on the 
Front bench will take note of it 
that we shall never let them get 
away from this final declaration as to 
what is really the relative position of the 
two Parties. Any sharp conflict like 
this necessarily brings alarm to those 
who are inexperienced in the ways cf 
politics, but I cannot help thinking that 
there is very small ground for alarm on 
the present occasion. The Government 
plan must have the characteristic which 
the noble Lord has now finally aftixed to 
it, but it seems to have other character- 
istics which recede with the horizon. I 
am not quite sure what they will turn 
out to be, although I can make a guess. 
I say frankly that in my opinion the 
Government plan is predestined to failure ; 
but | am quite certain of this, that it will 
not last for a day in competition with the 
trained wisdom of this House, if we keep 
our heads. The great thing is, in a con- 


Lord Robertson, 
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troversy of this kind, to keep in the 
right ; and I am very sure of this—and I 
say it with the most perfect loyalty— 
that with the noble Marquess (the 
Marquess of Lansdowne) at the head 
of affairs I have every confidence that 
that will be done. I certainly have 
thought this Committee was un. 
necessary—I have thought that the 
declarations of Leaders of the Conservative 
Party as to the position of the House of 
Lords had sufficed to render nugatory 
all the suggestions which might be made 
against it. But if it is thought well to 
thresh out these proposals and exhibit 
their plausibility in all their full exuber- 
ance, well, let it be so. At the same 
time the noble Lord opposite (the Ear] 
of Crewe) must remember that he cannot 
free himself of the responsibility of 
allowing a subject like this to go to a 
Committee which is necessarily lopsided, 
and, therefore, if there were any sugges- 
|tion, by the instigation of the Party 
| opposite, that the Committee had hardly 
| come up to expectation, he must bear in 
mind that he at least is a partner in the 
blame. But, my Lords, as regards the 
main issue, as I have said, I have a firm 
belief in the good sense and fairness of 
the English people. Ido not think that 
faint hearts are much to the fore at the 
present day when this question is men- 
tioned. I have no doubt whatever that 
this will act in the direction of re-instating 
in the minds of some who had doubted a 
feeling of confidence in the House of 
Lords, and that it will be found that no 
Second Chamber can be composed which 
will compete with it. Of this I am quite 
certain—that it would be a very low torm 
of courage which would shrink from a 
combat with the present Prime Minister 
when we have defeated Mr. Gladstone. 
Contempsi Catiline gladios ; non perti- 
mescam tuos. 





THE FIRST LORD or THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord TWEEDMouTH): My 
Lords, I think my noble friend Lord 
Newton has great reason to congratulate 
himself on the debate that he has raised 
this evening, and not least upon the 
extraordinary way in which he filled the 
House. At the beginning of his speech 
he had some little sharp remarks to make 
| on the absence of Peers from this House, 
‘and I hope that the spur that he has 
given them will induce them to attend 


|5 si 
;more frequently in the future. I hope 
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also that the noble Lord himself will 
more often address the House, and so 
bring such considerable audience as he 
has brought down here to-day to listen 
to his speech and to his proposals. 
During this debate several allusions 
have been made to what are sometimes 
called the “black sheep,” and to the 
views held by some of the Members 
of this House which are excessive 
and governed by Party feeling. I 
desire at the very outset to dissociate 
myself entirely from any such views 
whatever. I desire most cordially and 
most sincerely to say that I make no 
charge against individual Members of 
the House. I acknowledge that it is 
full of men of great capacity for public 
affairs, and I believe that they do their 
work with a desire to do what they think 
is right for the nation. The noble Lord 
(Lord Robertson) charges us with being 
effervescent with enthusiasm, and with a 
desire to interfere with this House. 
I do not think that that is the case. 
We do think that there is great need for 
some reform in this House ; we do think 


that there is a necessity for such an ad- | 
the | 


justment of the relations between 
two Houses as will lead to the general 
advantage of the nation at large. The 
noble Lord (Lord Robertson) instanced 
two cases which he thought very strong 
ones, namely, the action of the House of 
Lords with regard to the Irish Church 
bill of 1869, which was carried through 
the House of Commons by very large 
majorities, and the action of the House 
of Lords in 1893, with regard to the 
Home Rule Bill of that year, which 
was only carried through the House 
of Commons by a comparatively small 
majority. I think that he has rather 
overstated his case, and that the argu- 
ment which he brings forward is one 
that can very easily be turned against 
himself. I think that his argument 
carries with it this conclusion—that when 
the House of Commons by a very large 
majority carries a Bill, then the House of 
Lords, even in the past, has been in the 
habit of giving way to the opinion shown 
in the House of Commons, and of accept- 
ing such a Bill. 


*Lorp ROBERTSON: Perhaps the 
noble Marquess will allow me to say 
that I carefully pointed out that the 
text of my observation was what 
Lord Salisbury had said, that when the 
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action of the House of Commons could be 
traced to a clear, unmistakable declara- 
tion of the country, then the House of 
Lords would defer to it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Well, my 
Lords, the noble Lord makes himself 
sole judge of what is the view of the 
country. What I believe to be the 
best test of the opinion of the country is 
ihe majority that exists in the House of 
Commons. I do not think it will be 
denied that the House of Commons is 
elected by the majority of the people of 
the country, and that when you find a 
large majority one way or the other 
(because I will give them tke full advan- 
tage of that argument on their side 
when they get their own big majority), 
then I say that this House ought to 
bow to the mandate of the electors, and 
endeavour to meet their views as much 
as possible. I quite agree that that 
argument does not hold good with regard 
to the Home Rule Bill of 1893. It was 
carried through the House — nobody 
knows it better than I do—by a small 
majority, dependent upon the Nationalist 
vote in the House of Commons. If the 
House of Lords thought it right then to 
recognise that that majority did not 
represent the views of the mass of the 
people of this country, I admit that they 
were perfectly justified in what they did, 
although I did not agree with them 
myself. But, my Lords, when in 1869 
they voted for the Irish Church Bill, they 
did thoroughly admit that principle. 
As a matter of fact, the Irish Church 
Bill was carried on Second Reading in 
the House of Commons by 118, and on 
Third Reading by 114. The Second 
Reading of the Home Rule Bill was 
carried by forty-three in the House of 
Commons, and the Third Reading by 
thirty-four, so I am quite ready to admit 
that there was something to be said with 
regard to the action of the House of 
Lords on the Home Rule Bill which does 
not apply at all to the earlier Bill, and 
my argument from that would be that 
even in the past the House of Lords has 
assented to the proposition that when 
there was a large majority and a strong 
expression of opinion evident in the 
House of Commons, then the House of 
Lords should endeavour, if possible, to 
meet the views of the House of Commons 
and give way to it. 

2 
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I should like just for a moment | 
to refer to what has been the past 


that it is a very old institution—-one whose 
existence has been entwined with the 
British Constitution, and which has done 
a great service in the past for our 
country. But there has been a perpetual | 
change in the constitution of the House | 


history of the House of Lords, be- | 
cause I quite admit with the noble | 
Duke, the Duke of Northumberland, | 
| 
| 


of Lords. What was the original posi- | 
tion of the House of Lords? Its | 


first origin was that it was a council of | 
advice to the Sovereign. There were 
summoned to it no doubt the Peers, 
but the Sovereign had the right to 
summon, and did summon, to it the great 
men—anybody that he might think it 
desirable to summon. It was not merely 
the Peers that he summoned—some of | 
the Peers he did not summon—but it was 
the great men, and those who he| 
thought were his proper counsellors in 
matters of State. That sort of posi- 
tion has long ago entirely dropped 
away. First it became the privilege of 
the Privy Council, and secondly it 
became the work of the Cabinet, to be the 
counsellors of the Sovereign in matters | 
of State. Then the House of Lords was 
regarded as the first Appeal Court in 
judicial affairs; but there again those | 
functions are no longer performed by the 
House of Lords as the House of Lords. 
As time has gone on, the Appeal work of 
the House of Lords has fallen entirely | 
into the hands of the Judges, and the lay | 
Peers now take no part in it whatever. | 
Then there is the further fact that the 
House of Lords was a_ branch of 
the Legislature—it had equal powers with | 
the House of Commons—and there again 
the House of Lords has given up great | 
rights, for it has given up all power of | 
altering a money Bill. It keeps still the 
right to reject it, but that is a aout 
which is never exercised, and so far a 
all questions with regard to money_are | 
concerned the House ‘of Lords has alto- | 
gether abrogated its charge of them or its 
power to alter them. Therefore I 
maintain that the position of the House 
of Lords itself has been gradually 
changed, and at this moment it is very | 
different from what it was in the old | 
days. 


| 
The fact of the matter is that it is | 
only since the Reform Bill in 1832 that | 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS} 


/ IT am 


| desired in this House and eventually 


| we can all adhere. 


| proposition, 


| of the House of Lords at all. 


there have arisen the difficulties between 
the two Houses. Before the Reform Bill 
of 1832 the House of Commons was 
really the tool of the House of Lords, for 
before 1832 I find that there were no 
less than 306 Members of the House of 
Commons returned by the influence of 
Peers. In England there were 218 
Members of Parliament returned by 
eighty-seven Peers; in Scotland there 
were forty-five Members returned by 
twenty-one Peers ; in Ireland there were 
fifty-one returned by thirty-six Peers, 
That gave to the House of Lords 
a dominant influence over the House of 
Commons ; they were able to influence 
them, and it was not till after the 
year 1832 that the House of Commons 
became free of your Lordships’ House, 
and that these differences have arisen 
In the words of Mr. Bagehot— 

“The House of Lords has ceased to be one 
of the latent directors, and has become one of 
the temporary rejectors and palpable alterers.” 
willing to take the view of 
the late Prime Minister and Foreign 
Secretary, Lord Salisbury. He, in speak- 


| ing upon a Motion made by my noble 


friend Lord Rosebery, in June, 


said— 


“ Tf there are any 


1884, 


reforms 
carried 
out, I venture to say that it will not be done 
by previous appointinent of a Select Com- 
mittee ; it will be done by a proposal coming 


considerable 


| from the Ministers of the Crown as in the 


House of Commons.” 


That I believe to be a 
sound principle, 


thoroughly 
and one to which 
That is the 
policy adopted by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. My noble friend the Lord 
President has already told you that in the 
House of Commons, at an early date, the 
Prime Minister will state what is the 
exact plan that he has, and which the 
Government have decided upon. That 
I think I may say, will 
aimed at the destruction 
I think 
that when it is put forward it will 
be found to be one that will maintain 
the rights and privileges which the House 
of Lords has, and at the same time 
be the means of adjusting the relations 
between the two Houses in a way that 
| will be for the good of the whole country. 


not be 


Eart oF HALSBURY: My 


am afraid your 


Li rds, I 
Lordships have not 
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exhibited the amount of gratitude which 
the announcement just made might be 
supposed to command. We are here 
engaged in a discussion of the in- 
tention to reform the House of Lords. 
[ confess I feel some hesitation in 
addressing your Lordships upon the 
subject—partly because | fear [ am not 
in absolute sympathy with any speech 
that I have heard delivered. In the 
first place, with the greatest respect to 
my noble friend Lord Newton, I do not 
think—much as I admire his wit—that a 
discussion of this sort, dealing with such 
subjects as it does, is quite a fit matter 
for jocoseness. I think that the Consti- 
tution of this country, which has lasted 
with advantage to the country for some 
centuries, is not to be lightly altered— 
as, it seems to me, it was sought to be 
altered by the observations which were 
made by him. Your Lordships were in- 
formed that the mode in which you were 
to be reformed was that three-fourths of 
your Members were to be deprived of the 
rights which you possess, and that was to 
be justitied by the sort of observations 
we heard, I think that the Constitution 
of a country is not a matter to be 
treated in that—with all respects to 
my noble friend—somewhat frivolous 
fashion. It is a question which dives 
deep into the interests and happiness of 
a nation, and, for my own part, unless 
some particular thing was discovered 
which was wrong, and some particular 
mode of putting it right was suggested, 
I should have thought a discussion of this 
sort was peculiarly inappropriate at the 
present time. What is the occasion for 
it! Can anybody doubt that the mean- 
ing of it is that the conduct of this House 
during the last session is the subject 
which is in the minds of everybody when 
they hear of the reform of the House of 
Lords ? Indeed, the noble Lord who has 
just spoken has given us the key to what 
in his view is the reason for this subject 
heing before us. I am bound to say the 
noble Lord the President of the Council 
spoke with the frankness with which he 
always speaks, and he said the real thing 
to be remedied—that which he regards 
from his point of view as the great error 
of the House of Lords—is that it con- 
tains too many Conservatives. Is that 
a reason for altering the Constitution ? 
I remember Mr. Bright once saying, 


{6 May 1907} 


(Reform) Bill. 1274 


when it was said that you must have 
minorities represented— 

“If you want to represent minorities, what 
you have got to do is not to take any represen- 
tation for them, but to argue until you make 
your minority the majority.” 


I am not quite certain that noble Lords 
would take that view of this House, 
and that they would be content to wait 
until they had made their minority a 
majority here. 


But, my Lords, what appears to me to 
be the serious objection to this is that 
every time there is a distinction between 
the views—I will call them so—of the other 
House and of this House, straightway we 
have got to alter the Constitution. To 
what extent is that to go? We have not 
always been in such a minority in the 
other House of Parliament as we are at 
the present moment; and would it be 
appropriate for us to have claimed the 
right to alter the Constitution because 
the other House of Parliament were in 
an enormous majority—overwhelming, | 
think, was the phrase used by the noble 
Lord the President of the Council? He 
said that an overwhelming majority was 
against us in that House. It appears 
to me that a principle of the sort 
which is implied in what the noble Lord 
said is inconsistent with the existence of 
a Second Chamber as a check atall. If 
there is never to be any difference 
between the Houses without the alteration 
of the Constitution of one or other House 
where is your check? Where have you 
got a check on rash and inconsiderate 
legislation? And has there never been 
rash and inconsiderate legislation? I do 
not know quite, speaking frankly, what 
the noble Lord the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty meant by his speech. He gave us 
a somewhat imperfect, and if he will 
forgive me for saying so, a not absolutely 
accurate account of the early history of 
this House, and then something or 
another is supposed to follow from it, 
but what I have not yet ascertained, 
except that the Prime Minister at some 
date in the House of Commons—an early 
date, I think he said—is going to explain 
what he is going to do, not by way of 
reforming this House—at least, so I 
understood him—but by way of getting 
rid of the difticulties which exist when 
the two Houses differ. That is no doubt 
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an interesting question, but it is not the 
question which is before your Lordships 
to-night; and what I want to know is, 
what is the particular thing which it is 
sought to remedy ? What is the objec- 
tion to the mode in which your Lordships 
carry on business? I have heard, indeed, 
of some rather exaggerated statements 
made in speeches on platforms to the 
effect that some of your Lordships do not 
attend, and the numbers are given of 


those who attend, and of those who do- 


not. I wonder if either of the noble 
Lords who have made those observations 
have occasionally strayed into the gallery 
appropriated to them in the other House 
of Parliament during a debate, and 


whether they have noticed the number of | 


Members taking part in that delibera- 
tion; because if the Members of the 
House are in the smoking-room, or in 
the refreshment room, or in other 
places near and about the House of 
Commons, I do not think it makes 
much difference, if they are not aiding 
and assisting the debates, but are engaged 
in other pursuits, whether they do or 
do not attend for the purpose of what 
I will call the united deliberations 
of the wisdom of the country. 


I am also unable to follow my noble 
friend the Duke of Northumberland. 1 
heard him with great interest, and 
with the earlier part of his speech I 
certainly heartily agreed. I think he 
pointed out with regard to that some- 
what inappropriate figure of the loaded 
dice and the marked cards, that if 
the analogy were applicable at all it 
was one which certainly did not reflect 


on this side of the House. But as 
to the other part of his speech I 
am totally at a loss to understand 


why this House should be punished 
for the misconduct of the various Prime 
Ministers who have conducted its proceed- 
ings. The noble Duke said, with a degree 
of force and truth that I cannot for a 
moment question, that from time to time 
Bills are brought up into this House and 
forced through in this sense—that they 
come in the month of August, and you 
must take the alternative of rejecting a 
sill altogether or allowing it to pass 
without comment. That is a most true 
and just criticism. But although I perhaps 
may be considered to be to some extent 
one of the guilty parties, as being partly 
responsible for the acts of the Govern- 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 


(Reform) Bill. 1276 
ment of which I was a member, the thing 
which puzzles me, and which the noble 
Duke did not explain, is why this House 
is to be punished for the misconduct of 
the Administration for the time being. 
It certainly is something new to say 
that whatever the Prime Minister for 
the time being does is to be visited 
upon this House, and because this House 
has not been given sufficient time and 
opportunity to consider the justice and 
propriety of a particular measure, there- 
fore—what ? The House is to be deprived 
of its opportunity altogether. That 
seems to me a most lame and impotent 
conclusion. What I should have thought 
to be the logical inference is that 
you ought to abolish the Prime 
Minister, and not that you ought to 
abolish the House of Lords. But 
there is no doubt that one of the great 
functions of this House is one which may 
be pointed to as being, as | think, of 
peculiar and supreme importance in these 
days. What happens from time to 
time? It is impossible not to know that 
from time to time Bills of the greatest 
importance come before the House of 
Commons. They are up to a certain 
point debated. Then comes the closure, 
and Bills come up to this House in which 
the greater part certainly—very often 
the most important part—has not been 
debated at all. And now you propose 
to control the power of this House, 
which is the only House in which free 
speech is permitted without the closure. 


THE Duke oF NORTHUMBER- 


LAND: I do not think I said any- 
thing about controlling the power of the 


House, did I? On the contrary, I 
wish to increase the power of the 
House. 

THE Eart oF HALSBURY: Then 


I should like very much to know what is 
the intention of those who recommend 
what they are pleased to call “reform.” 
Is it to control and to put down the con- 
trolling power of this House—or is it to 
increase that power? I wish those who 
are desirous of reform had told us which 
it is they mean—because of course obser- 
vations which may be very appropriate 
from one point of view become quite in- 
appropriate from another. I should have 
thought that the power of this House 
to prevent rash and hasty legislation 
involved the power of doing that which 





eing. 
say 
r for 
sited 
Louse 
and 
and 
here- 
rived 
That 
tent 
ught 
that 
rime 
it to 
But 
creat 
may 
k, of 
these 
e to 
that 
atest 
se of 
rtain 
sure, 
yhich 
often 
been 
ypose 
ouse, 
free 
ire. 


sER- 
any- 
f the 
y, I 

the 


Then 
lat is 
nend 
rm.” 
con- 
it to 
who 
rhich 
bser- 
riate 
e in- 
have 
louse 
ition 


‘hich 





1277 House of Lords 


the House of Commons—aye, and for 
the moment, the popular ery—would 
resent. I wonder whether anybody 
will have the courage to say which 
they mean? It is a little difficult 
to argue either that the House is to be 
made stronger or weaker unless you 
know which is the object to be attained. 


THE DUKE OF 
LAND: I beg the noble Lord’s pardon 
for interrupting him, but this is a direct 
challenge. He asks whether we propose 
to increase the power of the House or to 
diminish it. I have no hesitation in 
saying—and I believe my noble friend 
Lord Newton means the same—that my 
desire is to increase the power of the 
House. 





THe Eart or HALSBURY: To 
increase the power of the House, we 
are to take away three-fourths of it at 
once. That is increasing the power—to 
take away three-fourths of its Members. 
[ observe the Spiritual Peers are to be 
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diminished “in proportion,’ whatever | 


that is. I remember one distinguished 
Liberal—Lord Granville—saying 
“foolish people are desirous of diminish- 
ing the Spiritual Peers in this House,” 
and he added, “for my own part I be- 
lieve it would be a great calamity to 


this House if the Spiritual Peers were | 
I quote | 
from memory Lord Granville’s words, but | 


diminished by a single Peer.” 


I think it will be found that I am aceur- 
ate. But in what way is the power of this 
House to be increased? I will argue 
upon that hypothesis. I think the power 
of this House is such that with the limi- 
tations which our great statesmen have 
from time to time put before the House 
—I need not mention any other than 
Lord Salisbury himself—that power is 
not too great. No one has ever, I 
believe, been wild enough to say other- 
wise than that if the opinion of the 
nation is once deliberately ascertained to 
be in a particular direction, this House, 
like the other House, must acquiesce in 
it. The whole question which we are 
debating is the means by which the 
deliberate will of the nation is to be 
ascertained, and I confess I am still a 
little puzzled to know what projects that 
have been suggested now are to increase 
the power of the House. My impression 
is, if the noble Duke will forgive me for 
saying so, that if he and some of the 


that | 
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Members I see opposite were to put their 
heads together to find out what was the 
proper course to pursue, the initial 
ditficulty might be to find out whether 
they both agreed as to the object to be 
attained, and that it would be found that 
the object sought to be attained by one 
was to diminish the power of this House, 


| while the noble Duke’s idea is to increase 


NORTHU MBER. | 


it. 


I shall vote for my noble friend 
Lord Cawdor’s Motion. I will vote 
for it upon this ground—that I think 
the terms are wide enough to include 
the question of whether there is 
any reason for attempting to alter the 
procedure of this House by way of 
improving it. I myself refuse to admit 
what one noble Lord stated to-night, 
that there is a recognised demand 
in the country for a reform of this 
House. I deny it. I do not believe 
any such proposition is to be maintained. 
There is no doubt that on many plat- 
forms and in many places it has been 
said, and I have no doubt a great many 
people will be found to support that 


| proposition ; but I believe there is no 


Second Chamber in any Constitutional 
Government which works so smoothly as 
does the House of Lords with the 
House of Commons. Perhaps what 
Lord Tweedmouth remarked may be 


true as one reason for it — that the 
House of Lords and the House of 
Commons for centuries have been 


wonderfully harmonious in their relations 
to each other, and I should hesitate very 
much to admit that there was any reason 
why that harmonious condition should 
not continue. We are not always 
engaged in a violent political controversy. 
I deny that the measures of a Liberal 
Government are not received in this 
House with perfect impartiality. If 
you once touch the political question 
between the two Parties, you will 
not expect that people will vote 
against their own political views, but 


| speaking of legislation that does not touch 


the political question between them, | 
absolutely deny that what are called 
Liberal measures — that is to say, 
measures brought in and promoted by 
the Liberal Party—are not received in 
this House with perfect impartiality. Of 
course, I do not deny that where you do 
touch the political question you will have 
people voting according to their political 
convictions. And now, what is the 
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proposition which is sought to be en- 
forced ? You must not have your political 
convictions, One would suppose that 
there had been some not altogether 
proper proceeding. I quite recognise 
that what the President of the Council said 
in that somewhat inappropriate phrase 
which he used (I think inadvertently), 
involving an imputation of swindling, 
and fraud, and bad conduct’ of that 
character, was not intended to be taken 
literally. I am quite sure of that. 





*THE Eart or CREWE: I think I 
ought to say that it was not my intention | 
io make any imputation of fraud against 
any individual or against the opposite 
Party in this House. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: I was 
quite sure that the noble Lord would say 
so. But he will forgive me also for 
saying that, although in this House we 
are accustomed to his courtesy and 
candour, I am not quite so sure that when 
he is addressing a public audience those 
who attack the House of Lords would 
quite recognise his analogies as being free 
from the imputation of misconduct. 
Supposing I were to say that the noble 
Lord was one of those persons who, when 
the game had gone against him, upset the 
table, and that I made that my particular 
figure for attempting to alter the con- | 
stitution, because at a particular moment 
he had pursued a certain course. 


*THE EarRL oF CREWE: I think 
perhaps I might be allowed to say that 
the noble Duke brought a direct tu quoque 
against us in identical terms, anu that 
therefore the matter appears to me to be | 
equally balanced on both sides. 


THE Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: The noble Lord denied that 
there was any imputation on moral 
character in his simile; and, as he had 
done that, I thought I was justified in 
taking up his simile and returning it 
upon him. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY : I will not | 
interfere further in this very interesting 
question. All I will say is, that there isa 
certain amount of responsibility upon us. 
I will not deny that it rests on my own 
side also, and that when we are discussing 
the House of Lords elsewhere we must 
remember that audiences outside are not | 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 
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perhaps quite as familiar as we are here 
with the course of the procedure of this 
House. 


Now what is to be the result of 
this debate? I have no doubt in the 
world that my noble friend Lord Cawdor 
will carry his Resolution ; and then, wheat 
is to happen? Who is going to be the 
Constitution-maker, and, what is to be 
the Constitution? It is all very well 


| to criticise, and to talk a little vaguely 


about the functions of the two Houses 
of Parliament; but I should like to 
know, before we begin this interesting 
Constitution-mongering, are we agreed 
upon what is to be the principle! What 
are we to know about it, and what model 


are we to take? Are we to begin 
from the beginning of things? 1 


confess that it is my own opinion, as | 
have said, that that which gives life to 
this discussion is the question of what 
we did last session. That the real 
interest of this matter to everybody. 
One reason why I object, and object 
very much and very strongly, to the 
appropriateness of this occasion is that 
I deny that we are responsible to the 
House of Commons for what we did last 
session. We exercised our rights, and | 
believe we were right in what we did ; 
and I believe it will be considered in the 
country, if some alteration in the con- 
stitution of the House of Lords is agreed 
to, that we are penitent—that we are 
sorry for what we did. I am quite sure, 
if I may refer to the right reverend 
Bench, that they are not penitent for 
what they did; and for my own part | 
may say that if the question were to 
occur again to-morrow in the same form, 
I should vote as I voted before ; and | 
believe the great majority of your Lord- 
ships would do the same. Then why, 
on this occasion, when you have got 
an enormous majority in the House 
of Commons, do you raise the question ! 
Is it appropriate for the reason that 
you think you will terrify this House 
into doing what it does not believe it 
ought todo? I confess I am very sorry 
indeed that the question is raised. All I 
can say for myself is that if I thought I 
were a Member of a House which had 
not the courage of its own opinions, and 


1S 


‘that, knowing and believing, as it did, 


that the religious instruction of the 
children of the country was at stake, 
because a measure had been passed which 
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in our judgment and belief was calculated 
to injure that education, and that we 
were bound to protest against that and, 
so far as we could, to prevent it—I say 
if I were supposed to belong to a House 
that could yield to the threat that it 
should be abolished to-morrow because 
it had done that thing, I should be 
ashamed to belong to it for one single 


hour. I am myself very much against 
any attempt at “reform,” as it is 


called; I am against tampering with that 
which has been our security for centuries, 
and the security of the religion and the 
liberty of the country. 


*THe Earn oF DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, as the noble and learned Lord 
has asked a distinct question, I think 
I may take it upon myself to say 
that the object of my noble friend 
Lord Newton, and of those who agree 
with him as to the necessity of 
some reform in this House, is not to 
strengthen this House in the direction 
of altering its position in reference to 
the other branch of the Legislature, and 
not particularly to strengthen it either 
in making it a more competent body— 
for it is In my opinion as it now exists 
a most competent body—but distinctly 
to strengthen it by relieving it of 
some disabilities which, in our opinion, 
tend to affect it prejudicially in the 
eyes of the people and to render it 
more difficult for it to exercise those 
functions and duties which it has to per- 
form. The noble Lord (Lord Halsbury) 


objects very strongly to this measure | 


being undertaken at the present moment. 
He thinks the moment very inopportune, 
and he asks why it is undertaken 
now. One reason why it is undertaken 
now is that it has not been under- 
taken before. It is not a new question ; 
it has been before the House many, 
many times; and it is a matter of 
infinite regret to me, as I am sure it is 
to my noble friend Lord Newton and to 
others, that this matter has not been 
taken in hand long ago by the Conserva- 
tive Party during their long tenure of 
office. As to supposing that this Bill 
has been introduced by Lord Newton 
now in any way in deference to any sort 
of agitation that may be going on in the 
country against any action the House of 
Lords took in its undoubted rights 
against the Education Bill or any other 
sill, I am perfectly certain that no such 
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imputation as that is to be attributed to 
my noble friend. 


I suppose we may take it for granted 
that the Amendment of the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council will not be pressed. 
I cannot conceive how that Amend- 
ment can in any degree be considered 
relevant to the matter in hand. The 
Bill is directed entirely to making 
some alterations—reforms as we think 
they would be—in the constitution of 
this House. The Amendment of the 
Lord President of the Council is 
directed to a totally different subject, 
that is to say, the relations between 
this and the other House. And, if the 
noble and learned Lord will excuse me, I 
think that in his speech he rather mixed 
up the two things. They are absolutely 
separate. And the Amendment of my 
noble friend, Lord Crewe, is really 
absolutely irrelevant to the question 
before the House. I admit at once that 
I do not think I have anything new to 
say to your Lordships on this question. 
I agree with every word which fell from 
the noble Duke the Duke of Northumber- 
land except his last sentence, in which he 
expressed a hope that the Amendment of 
my noble friend Lord Cawdor would be 
accepted. There I disagree with him, and 
sincerely hope your Lordships will give 
a Second Reading to this bill. In the 
first place, in view of the fact that His 
Majesty’s Government have announced 
that they wiil take no hand whatever 
in, and will have nothing to do with 
it, a special Committee and an inquiry, 
as is suggested by my noble friend, 
would be useless. [ do not see how, 
under those circumstances, such an inquiry 
can take place with any prospect of any 
good result whatever ensuing ; it would 
be absolutely one-sided ; it would have 
to be composed entirely of one Party in 
the House; and the discussions and 
Resolutions, if they came to any, of such 
a Committee would have absolutely no 
impartial weight whatever. [ do rot 
suppose for a moment that my noble 
friend put this Amendment on the Paper 
with the intention of its being merely a 
dilatory Amendment ; but I am perfectly 
certain that that will be its effect ; it opens 
upanimmense field of inquiry. It will be 
perfectly competent at any rate for the 
Committee to inquire into the constitution 
of every Second Chamber that exists, and 
into every kind of suggestion that has 
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been made for their improvement and 
modification, and into every suggestion as 
to any possible modification of the con- 
stitution and procedure of this House. 
It is quite obvious that such an inquiry | 
might go on for sessions and for years. | 
I am strongly of opinion that if your 
Lordships really, to use a common 
expression, mean business in this matter, 
and if you really think that’ either 
the procedure or the constitution of this 
House can be in any way amended or im- 
proved, the matter should be taken in hand. 
We have had enough of dilatoriness. 





My noble friend who moved the Second | 
Reading of the Bill has narrated to the | 
House the various efforts that have been | 
made from time to time. The noble Lord | 

n the Cross-Benches, Lord Rosebery, 
in 1884, in a most eloquent and convincing 
speech, moved for a Select Committee but 
it all came tonothing. Again, he moved for | 
another Select Committee in 1888, with 
the same result. I myself, with an 
extreme temerity which I certainly do 
not possess now, proposed a Bill on the 
subject, somewhat on the same lines as | 
the Bill of my noble friend. It was more 
cautious in some respects, and very much | 
more ambitious in others. That Bill, | 
with the usual result, came to nothing ; | 
the Bill was withdrawn on the under- 
taking of the Prime Minister to bring 
in a Bill himself dealing with the subject 
of Life Peerages. That was accepted by | 
Lord Granville, the Leader of the 
Opposition as, at any rate, an instalment 
of reform. Bills were introduced on the 
subject, and dropped—they all came to | 
nothing. That is the history of this 
movement: there were Motions for 
Select Committees, Bills were intro- 
duced and promises were made; but 
nothing more happened. I am afraid— 
nay I am sure—that if your Lordships 
agree to the Amendment of Lord Cawdor | 
and appoint a Committee to inquire into 
this whole subject, the result will be the 
usual one and practically nothing will | 
be done. For these reasons, 1 most 
sincerely hope your Lordships will 
give a Second Reading to the Bill. 


I do not see the same objections to 
the Amendment which is down on the 
Paper in the name of my noble friend | 
Lord Heneage. In the first place, it is | 
not open to the first objection—that is to | 
say, that His Majesty’s Government will | 

The Earl of Dunraven. 
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'the most eminent of his 
| described this House as the most upside 
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abstain from having anything to do with 
it. The Bill will have been read a second 
time. ‘If His Majesty's Government con- 
sider the principles of the Bill so ob- 
jectionable that they will have nothing 
to say to the Bill, either in Committee of 
the Whole House or when referred to a 
Select Committee, of course, that is their 
affair; but that is quite a different 
thing from their saying that if this 
Bill is not read a second time, they 
will have nothing to do with an inquiry 
into the whole subject. That is quite a 
different and a much more important 


| matter. Moreover, the scope of my noble 


friend’s (Lord Heneage) Amendment, is 
very much more limited than that oi my 
noble friend Lord Cawdor. I do not 
know, of course, what action Lord New- 
ton intends to take in the matter; but, 
if he presses the Second Reading to a 
division, I shall certainly vote with him. 
And if, as I sincerely hope will be the 


| case, the Bill gets a Second Reading, I 
‘trust he will accept the Amendment ot 


my noble friend, Lord Heneage, and allow 
it to go before a Committee such as he 
suggests. 


Then,as to the competence of this House, 
Ido not think it is necessary for me to say 
anything. Any man who has taken the 
trouble to investigate the constituent 
parts of this House on any great 
occasion, such, for instance, as the 
discussions on the Education Bill, must 
admit that as far as its personnel is 
concerned, it would be very difficult, 
perhaps quite impossible, to find a more 
competent body by means of election, 
nomination, or otherwise. All the same, 
I am gratified to hear my noble friend 
the Lord President of the Council give 
his testimony in favour of the etticienc) 
I am glad the House 
has found so doughty a champion in its 
favour, and more partieularly so, because 
I fear that my noble friend’s appreciation 
of the efliciency of the House is not 
altogether shared by all his colleagues. 
It was only the other day that one of 
1 colleagues 


down, topsy turvey, muddle-headed 
Assembly he had ever seen. I do 
not suppose for a moment that 
the Lord President of the Council, 
in testifving to the efficiency of this 
House, meant to say that it was only 
efficient in making muddles; and I am 
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sure the House will be glad to find that 
he takes a very different view from 
that of the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant. As to the present moment 
being inopportune to investigate this 
question of reform I think, on the contrary, 
that this is particularly opportune. 


It must always be adifficult matter for any 
Second Chamber to determine accurately 
what the real well-considered will of the 
people is. But that becomes a matter of 
extraordinary difficulty when, as in the 
present case, the lines dividing Parties 
are not clearly and accurately defined. 
It would be idle to deny, and I am 
sure nobody would deny, that the 
differences existing between sections of 
the Liberal Party are somewhat acute— 
so acute, that unquestionably, not only 
some individuals, but sections of that 
Party are in some repects much more 
in accord with sections of the Conser- 
vative Party than they are with the 
great majority of their own Party. And 
to a certain extent, it is just the same 
with the Conservative Party. On the 
greatest possible question of all questions, 
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the fiscal question, there is a minority | 


ot the Conservative Party who certainly 
are more in accord with their opponents 
in the Liberal Party than they are with 
the great majority of their own Party. 
That is a condition of things which, 
no doubt, will pass away; the lines of 
cleavage between the Parties will become 
more distinct, but it isa state of things 
which is likely to last some time; and 
as long as it does last it is particularly 
difticult—and it must be specially difficult 
for this House—to ascertain what is 
really the will of the people. I defy 
any human being to judge from the last 
fseneral Election on what particular 
points the people of this country had 
definitely made up their minds. That 
being the case, it appears to me to bea 
very opportune moment for this House to 
do the utmost it can to add to its effi- 
ciency, and to enable it to exercise its 
very difficult duties in such a manner 
as to justify itself to the utmost before 
the people of this country. 


I am convinced that the vast majority 
of the people of this country are entirely 
in favour of a Second Chamber. I believe 
they recognise the undoubted'fact that any 
Second Chamber must be of a generally 
Conservative tendency ; because, if it is 
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not, it does not fulfil the functions of a 
Second Chamber. The functions of a 
Second Chamber are to revise, to pre- 
vent legislation being conducted in too 
great a hurry, and, if necessary, to hold 
over legislation until the will of the 
people can be ascertained. Those are 
all Conservative tendencies. The whole 
duty and function of a Second Chamber 
is to act like the governor of a machine, 
and to prevent the machine racing, and 
going too fast. I do not believe that 
the people of this country object to 
the House of Lords. What I do 
think they feel very strongly upon 
is the idea—possibly a delusion—that 
the action of this House is largely in- 
fluenced or dictated by the necessities, 
the convenience, or the tactics, of a par- 
ticular Party outside this House. I do 
not believe the people have any distrust 
or fear of the mature, independent 
judgment of the House of Lords qua 
House of Lords, but I do think they 
have an idea—and that they resent it— 
that this House is more or less dictated 
to by the Party Leaders in another 
place, and that consequently one of 
the two great Parties of the State, 
the Conservative Party, is, to all intents 
and purposes, practically always in 
power—in power positively when it is 
in a majority in the House of Commons, 
because it can then carry any legisla- 
tion it pleases, and in power negatively 
when it is in a minority in the House 
of Commons, because it can then pre: 
vent and stop any legislation it pleases. 


One of the great difficulties we have to 
deal with is the fact—and to my mind it 
is a most regrettable fact—that one Party 
in the State is always in an enormous 
majority in this House: but I am hound 
to say that it is beyond me to imagine 
how that is to be remedied. As fast as 
you make Liberal Peers they become Con- 
servatives. What are you to do about it ? 
If you couldimagine an absolutely impartial 
person from some other planet investigat- 
ing our political affairs, I am not at all 
clear upon which of the two Houses that 
person would put the blame—how far he 
would say this House errs in lagging too 
far behind the steady advance of public 
opinion, or how far he would say the 
other House is, at times, very much in 
advance of the steady march of public 
opinion. There is one thing which is a 
very small thing in itself, but which, 
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I think, has had a very bad effect upon 
the way in which this House is viewed by 
the country. I sometimes think your 
Lordships do not pay sufficient attention 
to the appearances of things, and to the 
way in which matters in this House 
appear to the people of the country. 
The small matter to which I refer is a 
very simply thing, namely, that there is 
in this House no authority to order the 
conduct of debate, nobody who exercises 
the functions of the Speaker in the House 
of Commons, nobody who decides who is 
to speak when several of your Lordships 
rise together. That has, I think, a very 
bad etfect upon debates: in the first 
place, it is exceedingly unfair to any of 
your Lordships who has a diffidence due 
to the infusion of Irish blood in his veins, 
and it gives an enormous advantage to 
the purely Scottish and English Peers—] 
think, perhaps, to the former rather than 
to the latter. But the real result of it 
is that, as your Lordships know very 
well, debates, and most important debates, 
are very apt in this House to fall very 
speedily into the hands of the two Front 
Benches. We hear over and over again 
most excellent and eloquent speeches 
from the mover and seconder of the 
Address, and we hear most eloquent 
speeches from the Leaders of the Govern- 
ment and of the Opposition, expressing 
the most ardent desire that the voices of 
those two noble Lords shall be con- 
stantly heard in the debates in this 
House. What does that all amount to ? 
Merely a polite and pious expression of 
opinion. It is practically impossible for 
any independent Peer to get an oppor- 
tunity of speaking. And how does that 
present itself to the country? The 
question is debated purely by Cabinet 
Ministers and ex-Cabinet Ministers, and 
then, when it comes to a division, a vast 
number of Peers are brought down to 
the House who take comparatively little 
interest in the business of the House 
ordinarily, and who vote and decide in a 
matter of great importance to the country. 
I do not mean to say at all that that is 
a true picture, but it is a picture that 
presents itself to the people, and it has 
to be considered. As a matter of fact, 
divisions can be swamped by a number 
ot Peers who as a rule do not devote 
themselves at all to polities. I think 
that ‘evil is exaggerated, but at the 
same time I am bound to admit that I 
think it is a scandal, and a scandal that 
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There are a 
number—perhaps not a great number, 


‘but a certain number—of Members of 


this House who (and it is no blame to 
them whatever) have no inclination to 
politics. They do not take to them 
kindly, and they do not interest them- 
selves in the business of the House at all ; 
and yet they do occasionally, on great 
occasions, come down and vote, and they 
might possibly turn a division on a veri 


‘critical question. 


And then there is really the very 
small question of what have been called 
“black sheep ”—or what I should prefer 
to call “ undesirables,” because I think 
it is a more polite term. Well, I do 
not know whether there are any. | 
am sure if there are any they are very 
few, but there may be some who may 
properly be considered undesirables. The 
Bill of my noble friend appears to me 
to contain indications of means for the 
solutions of these difficulties. It intro- 
duces the principle of delegation in 
the English Peerage, much in the same 
way as it already exists in the case of 
the peerages of Ireland and of Scotland. 
I can see no objection to that, except that 
I should much prefer it in the way in 
which I introduced it in my Bill of twenty 
years ago ; because according to my noble 
friend you would have to deprive a 
certain number of Peers of rights which 
are theirs, and to which they were born, 
whereas I only proposed in my Bill 
that it should be brought about gradu- 
ally, and should come into effect on 
succession. As a matter of fact, through 
the lapse of time, the result which my 
noble friend desires would have been 
brought about under my Bill without 
depriving any man of any rights which 
he has. However, let that pass. I 
cannot see the strength of the argument 
against it which was used by my noble 
friend Lord Cawdor. He presented to 
the House a somewhat harrowing picture 
of the calamity it would be to the 
Empire, and to the country, and to this 
House, if, under such an arrangement, 
my noble friend the Leader of the 
Opposition and my noble friend on 
the Cross-Benches, Lord Rosebery, had 
never had a seat in this House. It is 
theoretically possible that under a system 
of delegation they might not have got 
It is possible 


that there may be many ‘ mute, 
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inglorious Miltons” concealed in the 
recesses of the Irish and Scottish Peerages 
who are not sitting in this House. 
But I ask your Lordships, as men of 
common sense, if you think it likely 
that my noble friend Lord Lansdowne 
or my noble friend Lord Rosebery 
would have failed, under a system such 
as is introduced in this Bill, of being 
elected in this House. Of course, they 
would have been elected. 


I venture to urge upon your Lordships 
to give aSecond Reading to this Bill. In 
the broadest sense the House would be 
committing itself merely to the principle 
that some improvement in the Constitu- 
tion and in the procedure of the House 
is possible and desirable. In another 
sense you would commit yourselves to 
two broad principles, and to two only— 
first of all, the principle which has been 
accepted by, among others, the late Lord 
Salisbury—that a larger creation of life 
peerages is desirable ; and secondly, that 
it is desirable to do away with the un- 
desirables, and to diminish the difficulties 
which may be created by the influx of 
Peers who, as a rule, take no part in 
polities or in the proceedings of the House. 
The rest of the Bill consists merely of 
details which may be altered to any 
extent by the Committee which my 
noble friend proposes to have, or by a 
Committee of the Whole House. The 
two principal points are, first, the 
creation of life peerages, and, secondly, 
in order to prevent the House being of 
in unwieldy size, the application to the 
peerage of England of the principle which 
exists in the Irish and Scottish peerage. 
If your Lordships do not consider that 
this house is in a state of absolute perfec- 
tion, if your Lordships consider that 
anything which is advisable should be 
done, and that every step should be 
taken that can legitimately be taken to 
strengthen this House, and if your 
Lordships do not object in the main to 
those two large principles, I cannot see 
why you should not give a Second 
Reading to this Bill. And I hope, if 
vou do give it a Second Reading, that 
the Amendment of my noble friend Lord 
Heneage will be accepted. The reform of 
an ancient institution such as this House 
is amatter not to be undertaken lightly. 
I myself can quite understand the theory 
which I think was held by the noble and 
learned Lord Halsbury, and I think by 
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' my noble friend Lord Cawdor, that it is 


a dangerous thing to touch in any way so 
ancient a fabric as this House; but I 
do not agree with that theory. 
I think, on the contrary, that how- 
ever ancient and venerable the House 
may be, however hallowed by tradition 
and by history, if it is to continue to 
fulfil the duties for which it is created, 
if it is to be useful and to be of service, 
it is necessary that it should from 
time to time be adapted to the change of 
circumstances and to the requirements 
of modern times. 


EaRL CAWDOR: I did not suggest 
that it could not be reformed. 


*THE EArt oF DUNRAVEN: No, 
but at the same time my noble friend 
objected to anything in the Bill of the 


' nature of reform. 


Eart CAWDOR: No, I did not. 


*THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN: At any 
rate, if your Lordships are of opinion 
that there is room for improvement—and 
that is a matter which your Lordships can 
hardly deny—I beg you not to agree to an 
Amendment which, whatever its inten- 
tion, is and must be of a dilatory character, 
but to show that you do intend to take the 
matter in hand, and to deal with it in 
some way or another, by giving, as an 
earnest of your intention, a Second 
Reading to the Bill, and by also con- 
senting to the appointment of the Com- 
mittee which my noble friend Lord 
Heneage proposes. 


*Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU: 
At this late stage of the sitting I will 
not detain your Lordships long, but there 
are one or two remarks which I should 
like to be allowed to make, as a junior 
Member of this House, on the ground 
that the front benches may have 
got into the state of duelling mentioned 
by the last speaker, and that may be 
there are those on the back benches 
who might advantageously be heard 
upon the subject. It has struck me 
very much, in listening to this debate, 
that we are living here too much in a 
world of our own, and that we are hardly 
in touch with the great mass of public 
opinion outside. All the virtues of this 
House are well known to those who 
are familiar with its proceedings, but it 
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seems to me that what we want to do 
is to reform any parts of its procedure 
or methods which are likely to come 
into conflict with public opinion. I 
do not mean public opinion as _repre- 
sented in a transient majority in the 


House of Commons, but the good 
sense of the nation as a_ whole. 
What we have yot to look at 


is not so much the past as the future. 
It seems to me that we are entering 
on a time of storm and _ stress, and 
that we are likely to be brought into 
conflict with Parliamentary represent- 
atives elsewhere, more and more as time 
goes on. When this House consisted 


of representatives, more or less equally | 
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—you see the Legislative Councils, as they 
are called in the Colonies, or the Senate, 

| as it is called in the United States, very 
|often coming into collision with the 
representatives in the Lower Chamber. 
Therefore I think it is not so much a 
question of the revising character of 
this House which we are proposing to re- 
form, because, as has been said, a Chamber 
of this kind must be naturally in its tend- 
encies Conservative ; but I do think there 
vare defects in this House, which need 
reform, and which are courageously 
attacked—although I do not agree with 
every word of the noble Lord’s Bill—by 
the Bill which Lord Newton has intro- 
duced. 


divided, of the two great Parties in the | 


State, there could be no cry from any | 


particular Party for its abolition. 
But it is evident that now one Party 
in the State is— for reasons which 
I think are sufficiently obvious—more or 
less pledged—at least a great many of its 
members are pledged—against a Second 


Chamber, or at all events are pledged | 


to the mutilation of the powers of this 
Chamber. That is a very dangerous 
state of things, and although I thoroughly 
agree with what Lord Cawdor has said 
as to the necessity of approaching this 
subject very carefully, at the same time 
I think we may take a parallel from the 
case of old buildings, or even from, I was 
going to say, the teachings of science in 
regard to life of allkinds. If you do not 


repair decay, and do not cast out that, 


which is bad, the whole fabric in the 
long run is likely to fall to pieces. If 
you come to think of it, there are some 
points as to the procedure of this House, 
and as to some of the Members who com- 
pose it, which it is very difficult to defend. 
I say, for instance, that a Peer who has 
never taken his seat here, and who has 
never taken part in debates, cannot claim 
to be hardly treated if he is debarred from 
doing so in the future; and I certainly 
think that for all practical purposes, the 
House will have to do something in the 
nature of delegating its powers, either 
by appointing more Standing Committees, 
or by means of some other tribunal, 
to deal with pressing public business, 
After all, it is not so much, to my mind, 
a question of the House of Lords resisting 
any particular reform ; because in other 
countries, wherever you look—the United 
States, France, or the Colonies themselves 


Lord Montagu of Beaulieu. 


I think the principle of that Bill 
is good, and I am certainly inclined to 
vote for its Second Reading. If we take, 
| for instance, the question of Peers who 
have never taken their seats, and who 
have never been in the House of Com- 
mons, it is difficult to defend their 
retention in this House. Supposing you 
had a debate of immense national signifi- 
cance in this Ilouse—say, on a Home 
| Rule Bill—and it happened that the par- 
ticular measure brought forward was 
defeated by only a narrow majority, a 
majority so small as to make the 
analysis of every Member of the House 
who had voted upon it a particularly acute 
one. If that was so, it might be said 
that the vote had been carried by a 
majority of Peers who had hardly ever 
voted before, and who perhaps had only 
just qualified to vote in that particular 
division. I do not think that would be a 
good argument for this House. I 
think therefore that we should take 
note of our weaknessess, and take 
measures in time which are necessary 
to remedy them. As to the differ- 
ences between the two Houses, I do 
not think they are intended to be 
touched upon by the Bill. That matter 
/might be dealt with by some form of 
referendum, and would probably be dealt 
with better in that way than in any 
other. That would only be following 
the precedent in many other countries. 
But the Bill as it stands does attempt-- 
perhaps in too drastic a form—to remove 
admitted defects. And as regards the 
added Members, surely, as the whole 
Constitution of the House of Lords is 
based on—shall I say—the principle 
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of heredity tempered by _ selection, | 
cin be no real objection to that. His | 
Majesty's Government selects a certain | 
number of distinguished, or comparative'y | 
distinguished, people, from time to time, | 
and adds them to this House, and those | 
additions are made by every successive | 
Gcovernment ; that is the form of creation | 
by which Members are being added to 
this House. All that Lord Newton 
proposes is to enlarge and widen that | 
power of selection, to give to the) 
Government of the day the power of | 
adding to the number of life Peers, and | 


in that way to extend a_ principle 
which we accept to-day without 
demur. There are added in this way to 


your Lordships’ House—certainly on the 

Opposition side of the House—those who 

have had legislative experience; and | 
taken as a whole, those who are added | 
are added for public services of some kind 

or other ; and if that principle has worked | 
well in the past, I do not see why it 

should not work well in the future. It 

seems tome that the principle is perfectly | 
logical and not contrary to the real | 
traditions of the House of Lords. 
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certain that besides the responsibility to do 
our duty to the nation we feel another duty 
which we have to discharge to posterity. 
I feel certain that even if the Second 
Reading of Lord Newton’s Bill is not 
carried—even if the Committee suggested 
by himself or Lord Cawdor comes to 
nothing —still there is the germ of reform 
in this Bill—a germ sufficiently good to 
make the idea prevail, and the main out- 
lines will be acceptable, I believe, in time 
to come. I feel certain that something 
must be done, and it would be better 
done when this side of the House was 
represented in the Government of the 
other House, because it would be 
easier to carry it through. I think that 
the non possumus of the Government— 
the attitude of negation—is a somewhat 
weak one, for there must be men on 
the Government side of both Houses 
who desire to see the presence of a 
Second Chamber, and who, in their hearts, 
do not wish that the Second Chamber 
should be inefficient and bad. Therefore 
it seems to be that the Government would 
have met the case better by producing their 
own scheme of reform, and by taking into 


| co-operation the noble Lord, Lord Newton, 


It has been said that this House is not | 
representative and not responsible. Per- 
sonally I should deny both those accusa- 
tions. I think it is highly representative 
in the true sense of the word, inasmuch as 
you cannot look round this House without 
seeing on both sides almost every kind of 
interest in the State represented by some- 
one who can speak with authority. In 
that sense it is representative, although of 
course it is not in any way elective. It is | 
also responsible, because it seenis to me | 
we are always responsible ultimately to the | 
will of the nation as expressed atan election. | 
That is a perfectly well understood thing, | 
and the responsibility is not only the | 
responsibility of this kind of referen-| 
dum—because a general election is a} 
kind of referendum—but we have a/ 
responsibility, as we know well, to the 
general public wish of the nation, which 
expresses itself in these days in many 
ways, and I am perfectly certain that the | 
House of Lords will never set itself up 
against the nation to its own destruction. 
But, my Lords, it is responsible in another 
sense. 


It is responsible in the sense that | 
we wish our order to continue. We | 
wish this House to endure, and I feel | 


They would thereby have assisted in the 
reformation of, or the doing away with, 
those parts of this House, or of those parts 
of its procedure and constitution which are 


no longer of value. We are, as I have said, 


toa great extent the trustees of posterity, 
and we should strive our utmost to 
preserve all that is good in this House. 
This House has done splendid work for 
the country in the past, and I hope 
that it will continue to do so for many 
years to come; but at the same time, 
it would be foolish of this House to 
turn a deaf ear in this matter. There 
are a number of our fellow countrymen 
who, while they hold to a Second Chamber 
and while they like this House, still see 
defects in it which they wish removed, 
and it is because I think the noble Lord’s 
Bill will go some way towards doing that 
that I hope your Lordships will see your 
way to give it a Second Reading. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, I move that 


| this debate be now adjourned. 


On Question, debate adjourned till 
to-morrow, and to be taken first. 
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STANDING ORDERS RELATING TO 


APPEALS. 
Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 


LoREBURN): I can tell your Lordships in | 


two or three sentences what is the purpose 
of this Motion. Appeals in England must 
be made—legal appeals to this House— 
within a twelvemonth, whereas in 
Scotland the period is two years, or it 
may be more. The purpose of this Bill 


is (in compliance with the desires ex- | 
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| order, judgment, or interlocutor appealed 


pressed from various parts of Scotland) | 


that appeals from the Scottish Courts 
to this House may be brought within the 
twelve months limit in the same way 
as in England, in order that in Scotland 
successful litigants may feel that they 
have the same security as in England 
after twelve months have elapsed. 


Moved, that Standing Orders. Nos. I. 
V., VIII, and X. be amended as 
follows :— 


Nore.—The words in SMALL CAPITALS 
are to be omitted, and the words printed 
in Italics are to be inserted. 


STANDING ORDER I. 


(STANDING ORDER I. Is ONLY APPLIC- 
ABLE TO DECREES, ETC., PRONOUNCED 
ON AND AFTER THE Ist Day oF 
NOVEMBER, 1876.) 


Ordered, that, EXCEPT WHERE OTHER- 
WISE PROVIDED BY STATUTE, no petition 
of appeal be received by this House unless 
the same be lodged in the Parliament 
Office for presentation to the House 
within one year from the date of the last 
decree, order, judgment, or interlocutor 
appealed from. 


IN cases in which the person entitled 
to appeal BE is within the age of one and 
twenty years, or covert, non compos ine ntis, 
imprisoned, or out of Great Britain and 
Ireland, such person may be at liberty to 
present his appeal to the House, pro- 
vided that the same be lodged in the 
Parliament Office within one year next 
after full age, discoverture, coming otf 
sound mind, enlargement out of prison, 
coming into Great Britain or Ireland: 
But in no case shall any person or persons 
be allowed a longer time, on account of 
mere absence, to present an appeal, than 
five years from the date of the last decree, 


| thereafter 


against. 


Provided that this Standing Order shall 
not apply to any appeal from the Court of 
Session in Scotland against a final inter- 
locutor or interlocutory judgment pronounced 
before the first day of June, 1907 ; but no 
such appeal shall be received by this House 
after the first day of June, 1908. 


STANDING ORDER V. 

1. Ordered, that IN ENGLISH APPEALS 
the printed Cases Cuse and the Appendix 
thereto be in the Parliament Office within 
six weeks from the date of the presenta- 
tion of the appeal to the House; IN 
ScoTcH AND IRISH APPEALS, WITHIN 
EIGHT WEEKS; and the appeal /e set 
down for hearing on the first sifting day 
AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF 
THOSE RESPECTIVE PERIODS (or as soon 


| before, at the option of either party, as 


all the printed Cases and the Appendix 
shall have been lodged) ; on default by 
the Appellant, the Appeal to stand 
dismissed. 


2. Ordered, that in all appeals from 


| Scotland the Appellant alone, in his 


printed Case or in the Appendix thereto, 
shall lay before this House a printed copy 
of the record as authenticated by the 
Lord Ordinary ; together with a supple- 
ment containing an account, without 


_ argument or OF statement of other facts 


| of the further steps which have been 


taken in the case since the record was 


| completed, and containing also copies of 
| the interlocutors or parts of interlocutors 


complained of ; and each party shall, in 
his Case, THEIR CASES lay before the 
House a copy of the Case presented by 
him THEM RESPECTIVELY to the Court of 
Session, if any such Case was presented 


| there, with a short summary of any 
_ additional reasons upon which he means 


to insist ; and if there shall have been no 
case presented to the Court of Session, 


_then each party shall set forth in his 
| Case the reasons upon which he founds 
| his argument, as shortly and succinctly 


| 


| 


| counsel, 


| as possible. 


3. Ordered, that the printed case ALL 


| PRINTED CASES be signed by one or more 


who shall have attended as 
counsel in the Court below, or shall 
purpose attending as counsel at the 
hearing in this House, 
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New 
STANDING ORDER VIIL. 


Ordered, that in the event of abate- 
ment by death or defect through bank- 
ruptey, an appeal shall not stand dismissed 
for default under Standing Orders Nos. 
III., IV., V., provided that notice of such 
abatement or defect be given by a letter 
from the Appellant's Agent BY LETTER 
addressed to the Clerk of the Parliaments 
and lodged in the Judicial Office prior to 
the expiration of the period limited by 
the Standing Order under which the 
appeal would otherwise have stood dis- 
missed. 
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Ordered, that all appeals marked on 
the Cause List of the House as abated or 
defective shall stand dismissed unless 
within three months from the date of the 
notice to the Clerk of the Parliaments of 
abatement or defect, if the House be 
then sitting, or, if not, then not later 
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than the third sitting day of the next 
ensuing sittings of the House, a petition | 
shall be presented to the House for | 
reviving the appeal or for rendering the | 
same effective. 


Ordered, that when an appeal has abated | 
or become defective after the printed cases | 
have heen lodged, and it is subsequently | 
revived or rendered effective, WHERE ANY | 
PARTY OR PARTIES TO AN APPEAL SHALL 
DIE PENDING THE SAME, SUBSEQUENTLY 
TO THE PRINTED CASES HAVING BEEN 
LODGED, AND THE APPEAL SHALL BE 
REVIVED AGAINST HIS OR HER REPRE- 
SENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AS THE 
PERSON OR PERSONS STANDING IN THE | 
PLACE OF THE PERSON OK PERSONS SO | 
DYING AS AFORESAID, a Supplemental 
Case shall be lodged by the Appellant 
PARTY OR PARTIES SO REVIVING THE 
SAME RESPECTIVELY, STATING setting forth 
the Order or Orders made by the House 
IN SUCH CASE reviving the appeal or render- 
ing the same effective. 


The like rule shall be observed by the 
Appellant and Respondent respectively, 
where any person or persons shall, by 
leave of the House, upon petition or 
otherwise, be added as a party or parties 
to the said appeal after the printed cases 
in such appeal shall have been lodged. 


STANDING ORDER X. 


Ordered, that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments shall appoint such person as he 


VOL. CLXXIII. [Fourt Series. ] 
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may think fit as Taxing Officer, and in 
all cases in which this House shall make 
any order for payment of costs by any 
party or parties in any cause, the amount 
thereof to be certified by the Clerk of the 
Parliaments, WITHOUT SPECIFYING THE 
AMOUNT, the Taxing Officer shall May, 
UPON THE APPLICATION OF EITHER PARTY, 
tax the Bill of the Costs so ordered to be paid. 
and ascertain the amount thereof, and 
report the same to the Clerk of the 
Parliaments or Clerk Assistant: And, it 
is further ordered, that the same FEES fee 
shall be demanded from and paid by the 
party applying for such taxation for and 
in respect thereof as is ARE now charged 
or shall be fixed by any resolution of this 
House CONCERNING SUCH FEES ; and such 
fee shall be added at the foot of the said Bill 
of Costs as taxed THE TAXING OFFICER 
MAY, IF HE THINK FIT, EITHER ADD OR 
DEDUCT THE WHOLE OR A PART OF SUCH 
FEES AT THE FOOT OF HIS REPORT: And 
the Clerk of the Parliaments or Clerk 
Assistant may give a certificate of such 
costs, expressing the amount so reported 
to him as aforesaid, and in his certificate, 
as well as in the Taxing Officer's Report, re- 
gard shall be had to the sum of £200 
where that amount has been paid in to the 
account of the Security Fund Account of 
the House as directed by Standing Order 
No. 4; and the amount in money certi- 
fied by him in such certificate shall be 
the sum to be demanded and paid under 
or by virtue of such order as aforesaid 
for payment of costs.—(The Lord Chan- 
cellor); agreed to: The said Standing 
Orders amended accordingly, and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 52.) 


NEW BILL. 


EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN BILL [H.1L.] 


A Bill to repeal section 57 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, and 
certain words in section 7 of the Coal 
Mines regulation Act, 1887, relating to 
the employment of women and children 
— Was presented by the Earl Beauchamp ; 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 53.) 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Twelve o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 6th May, 1907. 


Returns, 


The House met at a quarter before 
three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previo"sly inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.:—King Edward’s Hospital 
Fund for London Bill [Lords]; Royal 
Bank of Scotland Bill [Lords] ; Southend 
Water Bill [Lords] ; Birmingham Corpora- 
tion Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time, 


Bristol Corporation Bill. Read the 


third time, and passed. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Baines’ Name Bill [Lords] ; Burnham 
(Somerset) Pier Bill [Lords] ; Manchester 
Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]. Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way Bill. Reported [Parties do not 
proceed]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SPECIAL RELIGIOUS IN- 
STRUCTION) BILL. 

_ Petition of the Personal Rights Associa- 

tion, Sarum and Wilts, against; to lie 

upon the Table. 
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OPTION) 


Reports, ce. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Langside, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Middleton 
Cheney ; and, Swayfield ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


| PAUPER LUNATICS (COST OF MAINTEN. 


ANCE). 

Petitions for legislation; From Swin- 

don; and, Highworth; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report 
of the Commissioners of Education in 
Ireland for the year 1906 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 
3773 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (SCOT- 
LAND). 

Copy presented, of Twelfth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland, 1906 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 
1897. 

Copy presented, of Ninth Annual 
Report of the Congested Districts (Scot- 
land) Board to the Secretary for Scotland 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Reports, Statistics, 
etc., on Continuation Classes and Central 
Institutions (Scotland), 1905-6 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ALIENS ACT, 1905. 


Copy presented, of First Annual Report 
of His Majesty’s Inspector under the 
Aliens Act (Part I.), and a Sta‘ement 
with regard to the Expulsion of Aliens 
(Part II.), in respect of the year 1906 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROY AL COM- 
MISSION). 


Manuscripts of the Marquess of Bath, 
preserved at Longleat, Wiltshire, Vol. IT. 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table, 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of 
Portland, K.G., preserved at Welbeck 
Abbey, Vol. VIII. [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

Copy presented, of Return showing ; 
(1) the Aggregate Gross Liabilities of the 
State as represented by the Nominal 
Funded Debt, Estimated Capital Liability 
in respect of Terminable Annuities, Un- 
funded Debt, and other Liabilities in 
respect of Debt, the Estimated Assets, 
and the Exchequer Balances at the close 
of each financial year from 1835-6 to 
1906-7, both inclusive; and (2) the 
Gross and Net Expenditure charged 
annually during that period against the 
Public Revenue on account of the National 
Debt, and other Payments connected 
with Capital Liabilities [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 

Annual Accounts presented, of Receipts 
and Payments for the year ended 31st 
December, 1906, [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 30th April, 1907, declaring that 
Frederick Campion, Forger, King’s Yard, 
Gibraltar, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head 
of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
Copy presented, of Memorandum of 
Evidence contained in Parliamentary 
Papers as to the Demand for Allotments 


and Small Holdings, and as to the. 


difficulty of obtaining land for those 
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purposes [by Command]; to lie upon 


| the Table. 
Copy presented, of Calendar of the | 


TRANSVAAL. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the Introduction of Chinese 
Labourers into the Transvaal in excess 
of the number of Licences issued [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (EXCISE COMMITTEE). 


Return presented, relative thereto [Ad- 
dress 18th April; Mr. Herbert Roberts] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Mr. Delmege’s Glensharrold Estate. 

Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
whether the estate of Mr. James O’ Grady 
Delmege, situate at Glensharrold, in the 
county of Limerick, is in the Land 
Judge’s Court; and, if so, whether any 
steps have been taken to bring about 
a sale of it to the tenants under the 
Land Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The registrar 
of the Land Judge’s Court informs me 
that no proceedings are pending in that 
court for the sale of the estate referred to. 


Irish Money-Lenders. 


Mr. CARR-GOMM (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe): To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether his attention has been 
called to the complaints as to the wording 
of the Money-Lenders Act, 1900, which 
have been made in many recent cases 
in the courts; and whether, in view of 
the increasing number of these cases in 
all parts of the country and the methods 
of money-lenders which are being thereby 
brought under public notice, he will 
introduce a Bill to amend this Act. 


(Answered by Sir John Walton.) 
This matter is under the consideration 
of the Lord Chancellor, with whom the 
hon. Member would do well to communi- 
cate. 


222 








1303 Questions. 


Postage on Christmas Supplements. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he will 
consider the desirability of facilitating 
the issue of Christmas supplements by 
weekly newspapers, by the establishment 
of a special registration fee or otherwise, 
having regard to the fact that the 
illustrated and other papers of much 
greater bulk and weight are conveyed 


{COMMONS} 





by post without extra cost. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
Christmas supplements to registered news- 
papers are transmissible by the halfpenny 
newspaper post if they conform to the 
provisions of the Post Office Act of 1870. | 
The newspaper post is carried on at a 
considerable loss, and I do not see my 
way to introducing fresh legislation | 
enlarging its scope. 


Plymouth Post Office Revision. 
Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, | 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he can say how long it will be 
before the projected revision at Ply- 
mouth will be put into foree; and 
whether he will give instructions for | 
overtime money earned on Easter Sunday | 
to be paid forthwith. 


| quiries, 
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referred to in the hon. Member’s Question, 
and I will communicate the result to him. 


Questions. 


Boyle Mounted Postman. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR : To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that Mr. John Ryan, mounted postman, 
of Boyle, Roscommon, made application 
for an increased horse allowance a 


-year ago; that although he submitted 


particulars showing that his allowance 
was entirely inadequate, and these have 
been corroborated by departmental in- 
no reply has yet been given to 
him; and will he give the matter his 
prompt and favourable consideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
Authority has already been given for 


‘increasing the allowance made to this 


postman for the use of a pony, and I 


| have now directed that the increase is to 
| take effect from the date of his application. 


Income Tax Incidence. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether it has been the 
intention in previous Finance Acts to 


|mitigate the effect of the five years 


| . 
/average as the basis of assessment to 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) | 
The revision in question is now under | 
consideration, and steps will be taken 
to carry it out as soon as possible. In- 
structions had been given for payment 
of the overtime worked on Easter Sunday 
before the hon. Member put down his | 
Question, and the men have received | 
the money. 


Mr. Mackay of Brora. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask the | 
‘regard also to the amount of the de- 


Postmaster-General whether he is aware 


that Mr. D. Mackay, of Brora, has | 
‘from gross profits before fixing their 


applied on two occasions to be furnished 
with a copy of his record, and has re- 
ceived no reply ; and that Mr. Mackay 
has applied for an overcoat due to him 
last October, and can get no reply to 
this application either; and can he 
explain why these applications have been 
ignored. 

| 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 1 | 


income-tax in the case of commercial 
concerns producing profits of a fluctuat- 
ing character, especially when an average 
was sought to be attained by adding 
the higher profits of past years to diminish- 
ing profits of declining businesses ; whether 
he will consider the propriety of substitut- 
ing for the clause to be omitted some 
more effective remedy for the admitted 


hardships of the rigid application of the 
| five years average system ; and whether, 


in considering this question, he will have 
ductions which ought to be allowed 


value for assessment, in respect of such 
things as depreciation of plant and 


_machinery, or the replacement of capital 


‘expended in the acquisition of such 


things as leasehold interests in property, 


'or mines liable to be exhausted in a 


short period of years. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) No such 


am making inquiry into the matters intention is within my knowledge. The 
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various considerations to which refer- | Commissioners have received their in- 
ence is made in the Question as bearing | spector’s report on the application of 
upon the assessment of profits were all | Michael Morris for reinstatement, and it 
fully considered by Lord Ritchie’s Com- | is under consideration. Edward Kealy’s 
mittee, and are discussed in Parts V. and | application has been referred to an 
VI. of the Committee’s Report [Cd. | inspector for inquiry, but his report has 
2575]. It may be added that the | not yet been received. 

period over which an average is taken is 

three years for most trading concerns, Military Offences among Cavalrymen. 
and is extended to five years only inthe; gin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


case of mines. shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can throw 
Madras Estates Land Bill. light on the causes of the apparent 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs): |increase of military offences in the 
To ask the Secretary of State for India | cavalry of the line as compared with the 
whetherthe Madras Government has under | decrease in theArmy generally. 
consideration the question of compensa- 
ting landowners for the universal occu- | (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
pancy right conceded to their tenants by | It is very difficult to state exactly the 
the Madras Estates Land Bill; whether | causes of the increase mentioned, which is 
that Bill takes power to Government to | not a large increase, amounting to forty- 
revise rents in zemindaris ; if so, whether | eight out of a total of 607. The number 
the Bill contains any provision that such | of recruits taken last year was 3,664, as 
power of revision shall not be exercised | compared with 2,375 in the previous year, 
without the previous sanction of the | and this increase in the number of men 
Governor General in Council; and, if | just beginning their service would appear 
not, whether he will explain why the Io have had a corresponding result in 
ancient zemindars of Madras are to be | respect of military offences. 
placed in this respect in an inferior posi- | 
tion to the statute-created landlords of | Militia Reserve. 

Bengal. | Sm CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
| Secretary of State for War if he can inform 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) | the House what is to be the future of the 
The Bill to which the hon. Member | Reserve Division of Militia, of which the 
refers is at present under my considera- | strength is shown as 7,783 on Ist October 
tion, and I am not in a position at the | last; whether it is still intended that it 
present stage to make any statement as | shall disappear; and whether in the 
to its provisions. meantime it is to be attached to the Terri- 
torial Army in Great Britain and to the 


Mr. Langley’s Gortnahoe Estate. | Militia in Ireland. 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, | 
Mid.): To ask the Chief Secretary to, (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can | All the engagements for this Reserve have 
say whether the estate of Henry Oliver been stopped, except for the men from 
Langley, of Longford Pass, parish of | the Royal Garrison Regiment. These 
Gortnahoe, county Tipperary, is sold to | /atter are discharged from this Reserve 
the Estates Commissioners; and, if so, fe soon as they have made up the qualified 
what steps are being taken to reinstate | term for pension. This Reserve accord- 
Michael Morris and Edward Kealy, two | ingly will gradually disappear. It will 
evicted tenants on the property. remain as an independent force till it 
| dies out. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the estate Army Finance. 
referred to has not been sold to them, but | Sm CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
they are negotiating with Mr. Langley for | Secretary of State for War whether 
the purchase of certain untenanted lands | moneys required for the Territorial Army 
on his property at Longford Pass. The i under Clause 3 of the Territorial and 
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Reserve Forces Bill will be Army Votes 
within the {acco unting charge of the 
Director of Army Finance as accounting 
officer. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary aldane.) 
The payments to be made to county 
associations for the purposes of the 
Territorial Force will be made from Army 
Votes within the accounting charge of the 
Director General of Army Finance as 
accounting officer. Expenditure con- 
ducted by the associations will be on a 
footing similar to that now conducted 
by Volunteer corps out of their public 
grants. 


is proposed. 


Territorial Force—Increased Estimate. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: 


{COMMONS} 


I hope before long to be able | 
to lay before the House details of what | 


1308 


Committee on the Bankruptcy Laws. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade when he anticipates the 
Committee appointed to inquire into 
the Bankruptcy Laws in England will 
present its Report; and whether he 
has any intention of asking the same 
or another Committee to inquire into 
the condition of bankruptcy reform in 
Scotland. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) 1 am 
informed that the Committee hope to 
conclude the taking of evidence shortly, 
and the Report will follow in due course. 
My right hon. friend has no intention 
of asking a Committee to inquire into 


| the condition of bankruptcy reform in 
' Scotland. 


To ask the | 


Secretary of State for War whether he now | 


sees his way to carry out his undertaking, 
either by distributing a supplementary 
document or in some other way, to show 
contemplated increase on the previous 
approximate estimate for the Territorial 
Forces. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
] hope to fulfil this undertaking before the 
Committee Stage of the Bill is reached. 


New Hebrides Convention. 

Mr. WALROND (Devonshire, Tiver- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs what negotiations are now 
in progress with the French Government 


about the New Hebrides Convention ; and | 


when he will lay Papers upon the subject 
accounting for the delay in dealing with 
th: matter. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The date of the meeting of the 
Joint Committee to deal with Sub-section 


Bute Licensing Appeals. 


Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridge- 
| ton): To ask the Lord Advocate 


whether the clerk of the Justice of the 
Peace Court for the county of Bute who 
advises that court on legal matters upon 
licensing appeals, is in the habit of 
attending in the Burgh Licensing Court 
in support of the application of private 


| individuals for the grant of licences ; 
' and, if so, what steps he proposes to 


take to prevent the repetition of such 
action. 


(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 
The disqualification of the clerk to the 


| Justice of Peace Court does not apply 


4, of Article 10, will probably be in about | 


a week’s time. 
ranged to suit the convenience of the 
Colonial representatives. As regards the 


The date is being ar- | 


labour regulations, it has already been | 


promised that Papers will be laid showing 
the conditions under which licences will be 
issued before any recruiting takes place. 
Till these conditions are finally settled the 
Papers cannot be laid. 


by law so as to prevent him acting as 
solicitor in the Burgh Court. This 
seems to be the sound construction 
of Section 106 of the Licensing (Scotland 
Act, 1903. 


Lord Advocate v. Colonel Balfour. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Lord Advo- 
cate if the Government propose to 
acquiesce in the recent decision, the 
Lord Advocate v. Colonel Balfour. 


(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Yes, sir. 


Motor Car Bill. 
Mr. WALROND: To ask the Presi- 


dent of the Local Government Board 
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when it is proposed to introduce legisla- | 


tion dealing with motor cars. 


(Answered by Dr. Macnamara.) As my | 


right hon. friend the President of the 
Local Government Board stated, in reply 
to a Question last week, he cannot at 
present make any announcement with 
regard to this matter. 


Military Drill in Elementary Schools. 

Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
does the Education Department adhere 


{6 May 1907} 


to the position in relation to rifle shooting | 


and military drill in public elementary 
schools which was explained to the 
House by his predecessor in October 
last,t or in what respects, if any, has it 
been modified. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 


Answer is in the affirmative. 


Lewisham Schools Rifle Association. 
Mr. BYLES: To ask the President of 
the Board of Education is he aware 
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(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I have 
nothing to add to the Answer which I 
|gave to the noble Lord the Member 
for the Chichester Division on the 18th 
April last. 


Questions. 


| Education Board—Medical Department. 
| Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education on what expert 
opinion Clause 10 of the Education 
(Administrative Provisions) Bill was 
drafted ; and whether this expert opinion 
reported as well upon the necessity of 
establishing a permanent medical depart- 
ment at the Board of Education, and, 
if so, what their view of such a medical 
department was. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Clause 


| 10 of the Administrative Provisions Bill 


follows precisely the wording of the 
similar clause in last year’s Bill, as 
amended in Parliament. A considerable 
volume of expert opinion bearing on the 


| subject will be found in the Reports of 
ithe Inter-departmental Committees on 


that in the metropolitan borough of | 


Lewisham a school rifle association has 


been formed ; that it has been joined by | 
forty out of forty-three public elemen- | 


tary schools containing 2,600 boys, and 
that all these boys, who are over twelve 
vears of age, are required to shoot with 
miniature rifles; will he say whether 
these pupils are instructed in the art and 
inculeated with the duty of killing their 
fellow men; and whether the cost of 


‘To ask the hon. 


such instruction, or any part of it, falls | 


upon the public. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I 
understand that a school rifle association 
has been formed, but I have no informa- 
tion as to its membership. No part of 


Physical Deterioration and on the Medical 
Inspection and Feeding of School Children 
which have already been published. 
I do not think the matters referred to in 
the last paragraph can be adequately 
dealt with by means of Question and 
Answer. There will be an opportunity for 
discussing them in Committee on the Bull. 


Edinburgh Grassmarket. 
Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) : 
Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 


' of the Board of Agriculture, whether he is 
‘aware that the town council of Edinburgh 


proposes to hold a market for sheep 
and possibly also for cattle in the public 


/ street of the Grassmarket, which is not 


the instruction is allowed to be given 


during school hours or at the public 
expense. 


Public Elementary School Buildings. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, I.) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education when he will introduce the 


measure legalising the expenditure of | 


public money upon the erection of public 
elementary schools. 








+ See (4) Debates, elxiii., 704-5. 


concreted and in which there is much 
traffic; and whether the Board of 
Agriculture proposes to make an order 
prohibiting such a market, in view of 
their action at Haddington, where the 
Board has objected to the market being 
(held on a street that is not laid with 
icement, even though it is off the main 
thoroughfare. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The Edinburgh Town Council propose 





+ See (4) Debates, clxxii., 1159. 
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as a purely temporary measure, pending 
the completion of their new market 
at Gorgie, to make special provision 
for the accommodation of stock in the 
Grassmarket, to be used only on occasions 
when the accommodation in the present 
market, part of which is required im- 
mediately for the new Art Schools, is 
insufficient. Steps will be taken to have 
the surface paved with cement in compli- 
ance with the Markets and Sales Orders 
of 1903 and 1904. In the circumstances, 
the Board see no reason to object 
the proposed arrangement. The case of 
Haddington Market is not a parallel 
one. 


Questions. 


Agriculture and Fisheries Grant. 

Mr. C. B. HARMSWORTH (Worcester- 
shire, Droitwich) : To ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Somerset, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the total State grant for the encourage- 
ment and development of agriculture and 
fisheries in Great Britain is less than the 
850th part of the estimated national 
expenditure for the financial year 1907-8, 
he will take steps to secure an increase in 
the amount of the said grant. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
We shall not hesitate to bring the claims 
of agriculture and fisheries under the 
notice of my right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as occasion arises, 
but I am afraid that he would not regard 
the proportion which our Vote bears to 
the aggregate expenditure of the State 
as a very cogent argument. 


Lahore Mass Meeting. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the resolutions passed at a mass 
meeting of Mohammedans at Lahore 
condemning the recent assaults by 
natives on Europeans, and calling upon 
educational authorities to suppress dis- 
reputable political excesses amongst 
students; and, whether the Government 
of India propose to take any steps to 
support the educational authorities in 
such action. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I am aware of the resolutions to which 
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the hon. Member refers. The Govern- 
ment of India are taking measures that 
will assure to the universities the support 
of Government in performing their dis- 
ciplinary functions, and are issuing 
general instructions to the local govern- 
ments which I understand will shortly 
be published. 


Ulster Justices of the Peace. 
Mr. J. DEVLIN (Belfast, W.): 


‘To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he could 
state how many persons were appointed 
justices of the peace in Ulster from the 
31st of January, 1906 to the 31st of March, 
1907; how many of the justices so 
appointed were Catholics ; and, whether 
he would order a Return to be prepared 
setting forth the names of those ap- 
pointed, their religious persuasion, and the 
districts for which they were appointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell... The Lord 
Chancellor informs me that. during the 
period mentioned in the Question, he 
signed warrants for the appointment of 
241 magistrates for Ulster exclusive of the 
borough of Belfast, and 136 of these 
magistrates are believed to be Catholics. 
During the same period twenty-seven 
appointments were made to the com- 
mission of the peace for the borough of 
Belfast, but the Lord Chancellor has no 
information as to the religious belief of 
the persons appointed. It would be 
contrary to practice to grant a Return 
setting forth the religious persuasion of 
magistrates individually. The Lord 
Chancellor also thinks it undesirable to 
state the petty sessions districts to which 
individual magistrates have been assigned. 
The allocation of magistrates to dis- 
tricts is a matter which rests entirely 
with the Lord Chancellor himself, and 
he has frequent occasion to vary the 
districts so assigned. 


Muckross Barytes Mines, 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
8.) To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether an 
inspector from the Department of Agri- 
culture visited Barytes mines at Muckross, 
Clonakilty, some months ago; whether 
he made a full inspection and Report ; 
and, if so, whether a copy of that Report 
is available. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Econo- 
mic Geologist of the Department of 
Agriculture has made an inspection of 
the Barytes mine referred to, and has 
furnished a Report on the subject to the 
Department. The inspection was under- 
taken in pursuance of the Department’s 
policy of acquiring information as to the 
raw material resources of the country. 
The mine is understood to be the pro- 
perty of a company, and it is not con- 
sidered desirable to publish Reports on 
private undertakings of the kind. 


Questions. 


Galway Land Grant Deductions. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the total amount of the loss 
charged on the county of Galway, 
and deducted from grants payable 
to the county council, under the Land 
Act of 1903; and if he can also give 
particulars as to how this sum is divided 
for arrears of annuity, unearned dividend 
and issue of stock, advanced dividend, 
interest due but not received and unpro- 
ductive balances, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The total 
amount deducted under the Land Act 
of 1903 from the grants assigned to county 
Galway was £3,625, consisting of :— 


£ 

Arrears of Annuities - 304 
Unearned dividend on 

issues of stock - - 1,274 

Advance dividend - - 733 
Interest due but not re- 

ceived - - - 832 

Unproductive balances - 482 


Land Purchase—Longford Case. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he will explain 
why the receivable order No. 56/1164 
issued to Patrick Casey, Mullaghavour- 
neen, Longford, has been retained by the 
Land Commission Office in Dublin and 
has not been returned to Casey, notwith- 
standing several applications by him ; is 
he aware that in consequence of failure 
on his part to produce the- receivable 
order his rent would not be taken in the 
bank, for which a process was then 
issued and costs put upon him; and will 
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he now direct that this man’s original 
receiving order be returned to him. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commission inform me that on 10th 
May, 1906, Mr. Patrick Casey lodged his 
land purchase instalment due on the Ist 
of that month, and the receivable order 
was forthwith returned to him by post, 
duly receipted. Mr. Casey had not up 
to March last paid the instalment due on 
Ist November, 1906, for which a receivable 
order had been sent to him, and the Land 
Commission accordingly issued instruc- 
tions that he should be sued for the 
amount. On 13th April Mr. Casey re- 
mitted the instalment direct to the 
Land Commission, but kept the re- 
ceivable order. He has been requested 
to return the order, but so far has not 
done so. 


Cavan Urban Council. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state when the Local Government Board 
first received the by-laws submitted by 
the Cavan Urban District Council since 
the passing of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898; will he say how 
many times since by-laws have been sub- 
mitted by the Cavan Urban Council to 
the Local Government Board; and in 
what position the matter now stands. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Three sets 
of by-laws relating to different matters 
were first submitted by the Cavan Urban 
District Council to the Local Govern- 
ment Board on 10th August, 1901. 
Three other sets of by-laws were sub- 
mitted on 30th January, 1902, and 
another set on 2lst July, 1904. I am 
forwarding to the hon. Member a state- 
ment showing the dates upon which the 
various steps in connection with these 
by-laws were taken, and the present 
position of the matter in each case. 


Irish Poor Law Administration. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, when the Government 
intend to give effect, by legislation or 
otherwise, to the findings of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
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working of the Poor Law system of 
Ireland, whose Report is awaited with 
anxiety by the people of Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Report 
to which the hon. Member refers has been 
presented to Parliament. The Govern- 
ment deem it necessary to consider 
carefully the recommendations of the 
Commission as a whole before under- 


taking legislation to give effect to them. | 


As Ihave already indicated, this will take 
a considerable time, and I do not, there- 
fore, expect to be able in the near future to 
make any definite statement on the 
subject. 


Rathkeale District Council. 

Mr. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a memorial for- 
warded to the Local Government Board 
by forty-one ratepayers in the Lismakeery 
electoral division, charging the Rath- 
keale District Council with extravagance 
and corruption, and inviting the Local 
Government Board to dissolve the said 
district council, and to substitute paid 
guardians for that body; whether the 
sworn testimony upon which these 
charges are based has received attention ; 
and what reply has been sent by the 
Local Government Board. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board have received the 
memorial referred to, and, in accordance 
with their usual practice, have, as a 
preliminary measure, forwarded it to 
the rural district council for their ob- 
servations. The Board have not yet 
received a reply from the council, but 
upon receiving it will consider what 
action should be taken. The Board, 
however, have no power to dissolve a 
rural district council as suggested by the 
memorialists. The second part of the 
Question appears to refer to an inquiry 
which was recently held as to the manner 
in which the council’s engineer has dis- 
charged his duties under the council’s 
last scheme. At this inquiry some 
general evidence was given regarding 
the complicity of councillors in the con- 
tracts for the scheme. This matter is 
also receiving consideration. 
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Irish Post Office Stores Branches. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 
in view of the fact that the local post 
office store branches in Dublin, Belfast, 
and Cork, have been abolished, and a new 
central department created in Dublin 
to take their place, and that the Irish 
clerks in the former branches were in- 
formed they could not obtain appoint- 
ments under the new departments, he 
will state how they have been provided 
for; and whether a portion of the staff 
has been imported. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
The formation of the new central stores 
branch in Dublin is still under considera- 
tion, and in the circumstances I am not 
yet in a position to state what the com- 
position of the staff will be. As | 
said on the 18th April, in reply to the 
hon. Member for North Kilkenny, full 
regard will be had to the claims of tle 
existing staff, and there is no question 
of dispensing with the services of any 
of them, or of reducing their pay. 





Special Courts for Juvenile Offenders. 

Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department with reference 
to the convictions of children in twenty- 
nine borough courts, whether he can 
state how many, and which, of the 
authorities hold special courts for thie 
trial of youthful offenders ; and whether 
he has any information with regard to 
the holding of such special courts in 
other urban areas or counties. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Full information about the arrangements 
made for dealing with children’s cases 
is given in the Return headed Treatment 
of Youthful Offenders, which was pub- 
lished in March last (H. C. 84). 





Bishopstoke Church. 

CaPrain FABER _ (Hampshire, 
Andover): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
when the new church at Bishopstoke, 
Hampshire, was substituted for the old 
it was legally consecrated; and, if 
|not, whether he will take steps to have 
' this done. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Iam informed that, when the new church 
was substituted for the old, it had 
already been consecrated. 


Questions. 


Dumbarton Church Dispute. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
To ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he is aware that the sum of £1,400, which 
Lord Overtoun along with Colonel Denny 
offered through the Churches Com- 
mission towards Free Church accommoda- 
tion in Dumbarton, and to which the 
Commission proposed to give effect, 
is the proceeds of sale of an old Free 
Church property in Dumbarton, and 
that the property mentioned was left 
in trust, the proceeds from rent of same 
to be paid annually to the Minister of 
the Free Church in Dumbarton; and 
whether, in view of this fact, he will 
call the attention of the Churches Com- 
mission to this proposed diversion of 
a trust fund. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) The Com- 
mission, I have no doubt, are fully 
informed upon this matter, but I shall be 
glad to lay before them the substance 
of the observations contained in the hon. 
Member’s Question. 


Saturday Half-Holidays for Civil 
Servants. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, in view of the fact 
that a weekly Saturday half-holiday is 
granted in the great majority of public 
offices, he will take steps to have the 
Order in Council so amended as to allow 
of a like privilege being granted in all 
Government offices. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
not aware that a weekly half-holiday is 
granted in the great majority of public 
offices, and I am not prepared to recom- 
mend any alterations in the Orders in 
Council dealing with this matter. 


Irish Government Banking. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) : To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will give the text of the Act of 
Parliament constituting the Bank of 
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and if he will state the date up to which 
this arrangement stands. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) Section 
10 of the Exchequer and Audit, De- 
partments Act, 1866, directs that the 
gross revenues shall be paid to accounts 
to be entitled ‘‘ The Account of His 
Majesty’s Exchequer ’’ at the Bank of 
England and the Bank of Ireland, 
respectively, and that all other public 
moneys payable to the Exchequer shall 
be paid to the same accounts. The 
Bank of Ireland is thus constituted the 
Government Banker in Ireland, so far 
as the business of the Exchequer is 
concerned. The arrangement is not 
limited as to time. Various Acts relating 
to the National Debt provide for the 
Government stocks being transferable 
in the books of the Bank of Ireland, and 
for the dividends being paid at that 
bank. The National Debt Act, 1870, 
may be cited; and, as regards the 
particular case of Guaranteed 2} per 
cent. Stock, the Irish Land Act, 1903, 
Section 31. The Bank Act, 1892, fixes 
the rate of remuneration payable to the 
Bank of Ireland for management of the 
National Debt inscribed in its books. 
That rate was determined as the result 
of an inquiry which took into account 
the work done by the bank in management 
of the Public Accounts, as well as of the 
National Debt, and also the benefit to 
the bank of the use of Government 
balances. The Act continues in force 
the rate so fixed up to 31st March, 1912. 


Customs Promotions. 

Mr. CLELAND: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury how many cases of 
special promotion have occurred in the 
Customs Department since the date of 
the Treasury Minute of 31st March, 1891, 
and in what numbers and to what rank 
respectively, were the promotions made ; 
and whether the conditions laid down 
in the Treasury Minute with regard to 
special promotion have been observed 
in all cases. 


(Answerel by Mr. Runciman.) Speak- 
ing generally, all appointments in the 
direct line of promotion in the Custom 
service since 1891 have been made 


Ireland the Government banker in Ireland, | by merit and seniority combined, the 
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degree of merit required increasing in 
accordance with the importance of 
the position to be filled. This is in 
accordance with the general rules laid 


(Questions. 


down for the outdoor establishment 
in the Goschen Minute of 1891. If 
the hon. Member has any special 


class or individual in view, and would 
care to communicate with the Commis- 
sioners of Customs, they will be happy to 
give any further explanations he may 
desire, either in writing or verbally. 


Unfunded Debt. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what is the present amount of the un- 
funded debt; of what issues does it 
consist; and what were the issues of 
the unfunded debt at the same time 
last year. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The un- 
funded debt at the present date amounts 
to £50,674,560; on the 6th May last 
year it amounted to £62,713,000, made 
up as follows :— 


6th May, 6th May, 


1906. 1907. 
£ 
Treasury bills - 17,213,000 10,713,000 


Exchequer bonds 15,500,000 — 9,961,500 


War stock and 


War bonds - 30,000,000 30,000,000 





62,713,000 £0,674,500 
Irish Government Bank Deposits. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if, in 
view of the advantage derived from the 
arrangement made by his predecessor 
for the payment of interest on the credit 
balances and deposits of Irish Govern- 
ment Departments in Ireland, he will 
arrange for the payment by the Bank of 
England of interest on all moneys due to 
or coming from Ireland from the 31st 
March last. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The cir- 
cumstances of the two banks are not the 
same. The Bank of Ireland, as I under- 
stand, allows deposit interest on other 
accounts, and was able therefore to 
extend the same treatment to certain 
Government accounts without an in 
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fraction of its rules. The Bank of 
England never allows interest on deposits. 


Questions. 


The Chief of Aundh. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Chief of Aundh, now under 
trial on charges preferred against him 
by the political agent, before a Commission 
composed of ten European members of 
the Civil Service, has appealed to the 
Government to appoint another ruling 
chief on the Commission in the place 
of the Chief of Bhor, who has resigned ; 
and, if so, what answer has been returned 
to his appeal; and whether he will take 
steps to secure that some Indian chief, 
or, at all events, some Indian gentleman 
of good position, should be added to the 
Commission should the accused desire it. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Commission appointed to try the 
Chief of Aundh on a charge of instigating 
one Perga Manga to collect men and, 
with their aid, to commit a dacoity in the 
Kharbari’s house and to murder him, 
consisted of two European members of 
the Indian Civil Service, Messrs. Logan 
'and Kineaid and the Chief of Bhor. The 
| Chief of Bhor having withdrawn from the 
Commission on the day before that fixed 
for the sittings to commence, the Bombay 
Government declined to entertain a re- 
quest from the Chief of Aundh for the 
|appointment of another chief, owing to 
the difficulty of finding an Indian of 
suitable rank willing to accept the in- 
vidious responsibility of sitting on a 
Commission of the kind, and to the 
grave inconvenience that would be caused 
by a postponement of the hearing at 
such short notice. The Commission com- 
pleted its sittings on the 4th instant. I 
see no reason in the report which has been 
furnished me by telegraph for the Govern- 
ment of Bombay to interfere with their 
discretion in the matter. Aundh is a 
petty Satara Jaghirdar with an area cf 
447 square miles. 








Madras Landed Estates Bill. 

Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, among the 
zemindaris affected by the Madras Landed 
Estates Bill are included any in respect 
of which the Court of Wards occupies a 





fiduciary position ; whether such court is, 
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in fact, officially subordinate to the | Ireland whether he can state what causes 
Madras Government; if so, whether | the delay in the sale of the Caldbeck 
minors seized of such estates are sufli- | estate, Ballacolla, Queen’s County ; and, 
ciently represented in regard to interests | in view of the fact that the agreements 
which may be, and which, it is asserted, were signed so far back as December, 
are prejudicially affected by the Bill now | 1904, and that four inspectors have since 
before the Legislative Council of the said | | visited the property, will he see that steps 
Government; and, whether, in these are taken to expedite the sale. 
circumstances, he will arrange that such | 

minors, if any, shall receive separate and | (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
independent representation during the | Commissioners are now in a position to 
passage of the said Bill through the | make a formal proposal for the purchase 
Legislative Council of thé said Govern- | of the estate referred to, and they hope 


'to transmit their offer to the owner in 


1321 Questions. 





ment. | 
| 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) | 
Tne Madras Estates Land Bill romans 
to declare and determine the conditions | 


| the course of a few days. 


Irish National School Inspections. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 


of tenancy in permanently settled estates | the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


in the Madras Presidency. It is of | 
general application to all such estates, 


whether they are for the time being under | 
| appeal against an inspection ; 


the management of the proprietors them- 
selves or under that of the Court of 
Wards. The interests of minors are not 
exceptionally affected so as to require 
separate representation on the legislative 
council. Permanently settled proprietors 
are already represented on the council. I | 
do not propose to take any action in the 
matter. 


Irish Education Fines. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland by what authority has 
a circular been issued to magistrates ad- 
judicating at Petty Sessions directing 
them to allow only a fraction of the fines 
imposed on defaulters under the Irish 
Education Act to the relief of the local 
authority, and not the whole fine as 
directed by Section 3 of the Act. 


| year. 
| of all the letters received from teachers 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The circular 
in question, which calls attention to the | 
law as to the disposal of fines under the | 
Irish Education Act, 1892, was issued by | 
the Registry of Petty Sessions Clerks. | 
For full particulars I beg to refer to my | 
Answer to the Question of the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Carlow on 18th March.7 


Caldbeck Estate, Queen’s County. | 
Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 


+ See (4) Debates, clxxi. i , 443. | 


| missioners 
| circumstances of the case, and, if they 


tenant of Ireland whether national 
school teachers are allowed by the Com- 
missioners of National Education to 
and if he 
can state now how many applications for 
re-inspection were received during the 
past year, and how many re-inspections 
were ordered by the Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- 


' missioners of National Education inform 
'me that, 


under their regulations, any 
teacher who feels aggrieved by the con- 
duct of the inspector can appeal through 
the manager to the Commissioners. 
When such an appeal is made, the Com- 
carefully consider all the 


deem it necessary, they instruct one of 


‘the senior or chief inspectors to visit the 


school and make a special report. The 
Commissioners are unable to say how 
many applications for re-inspection were 
received from teachers during the past 
In order to do so a close scrutiny 


would be necessary. The Commissioners, 
however, are prepared to report upon 


| any specific case which the hon. Member 


may have in view. 


Kenmare’s Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
| Ireland whether, in the case of Mr. 
Daniel O’Shea, an evicted tenant on the 
‘estate of Lord Kenmare, county Kerry, 
the Estates Commissioners are aware of 


| the last offer on the part of the landlord. 
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as to reinstatement; and whether the 
Commissioners can now reopen negotia- 
tions to enable Mr. O’Shea to be put back 
in his farm, which is unoccupied. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The) 
Estates Commissioners have inquired | 
into this case, and as a result have in- | 
timated to the owner’s agent the amount 
which they are prepared to advance for 
the purchase of the holding. The Com- 
missioners have not yet heard whether the 
landlord is prepared to accept the offer. 


De Montalt Estate, Dundrum. | 
Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.) :| 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the | 
Estates Commissioners have purchased 
the untenanted lands on the De Montalt | 
estate, Dundrum, county Tipperary ; if | 
applications for the lands received from | 
evicted tenants in the immediate dis- | 
trict, in deference to the public opinion of | 
the locality, will have priority over | 
claimants from other parts of the country, 
and whether the Commissioners, in 
order to avoid anything in the nature of | 
friction, will reinstate the evicted tenants 
of county Tipperary to any lands in their 
possession before introducing applicants 
from other counties. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners are negotiating for the 
purchase of this estate under Section 6 of 
the Act of 1903. In the event of their 
acquiring the property they will, when 
disposing of the untenanted land, give 
prior consideration to the applications of 
evicted tenants resident in the}neigh- 
bourhood. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
“The Mikado.” 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether naval bands have been 
forbidden to play any selections from 
“The Mikado ” ; and, if so, will he explain 
the reason for this prohibition. 





THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
LTY (Mr. EpMUND RoBERTSON, Dun- 
dee): The license for the play was with- 
drawn by the Lord Chamberlain, who 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 


asked that instructions should be given to 
all naval and marine bands to exclude 
from their musical programmes any music 
of “The Mikado” during the visit of 
His Imperial Highness the Prince Fushimi 
of Japan to this country. 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hors- 
ham) : Can the right hon. Gentleman state 
more fully the grounds on which the 
Admiralty came to this extraordinary 
decision ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I have 
stated fully the grounds. 


Mr. GEORGE FABER (York) : May 
I ask whether there is any buffoonery in 
the music ? 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) : Will the Government 
reconsider their decision 1 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
Admiralty are alone concerned in this 
matter, and they will not reconsider their 
decision. 


Stores for the Australian Squadron. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if Australian tenders for the 
supply of stores required for the Australian 
squadron will be accepted ; and if sutfi- 
cient time will be given to those desiring 
to tender in Australia so that they may 
have a proper chance of competing with 
tenders from England. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : In 
the case of provisions, coals, and other 
commodities produced in or largely 
imported into Australia, a large proportion 
of the stores required for the Australian 
squadron are obtained under contracts 
made on the station with local firms. 
Other descriptions of stores not produced 
in or imported to any considerable extent 
into Australia are sent out from England ; 
there would be no object in asking 
Australian firms to tender for these. 
From time to time as new trades develop 
in Australia, the list of stores purchased 
locally is revised. 


Government Contract Specifications. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether, in view of the fact that 


1324. 
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Sir John Jackson, the Government con- 
tractor for the works 
Harbour, wrote on the Ist of January, 
1906, to the effect that under present 
changed conditions Government con- 


(Juestions. 


tractors for the Admiralty would now be | 


able to buy chains, anchors, fittings, 


screws, engines, machinery, furniture, | 


ropes, and a hundred and one things for 
making warships from foreign countries 
made by foreign workmen, he will say 
whether any other articles, as well as 
stone for British dockyards, can be used 
by contractors to the Admiralty for any- 
thing connected with the British Navy 
which are not of British manufacture and 
material; and whether contractors are 
allowed to sub-let their contracts ; and, 
if so, what conditions are made to 
prevent the sub-contractors from using 
anything except British material manu- 
factured by British workmen. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No 
such letter appears to have reached the 
Admiralty so tar as I can ascertain. If 
the hon. Member will furnish me with a 
copy I will give it my attention. 


Mr. HUNT: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman dispute the fact of the letter 
having been written ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
have never seen the letter and cannot 
dispute it, but if the hon. Member will 
send me a copy I will give it my best 
attention. 


New Cavalry Sword. 

MAsJor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the pattern of the new 
cavalry sword has yet been decided on. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddingtonshire) : 
No decision has as yet been reached. A 
number of the swords of the pattern 
recommended will, it is hoped, shortly 
be in the hands of the troops for trial. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool): How long has the subject been 
under discussion, and when may a 
decision be expected ? 


Mr. HALDANE was understood to 
reply that the swords would be issued in 
about a week’s time. 
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Cavalry for Scotland. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can now make any 
statement with regard to allocating a 
briga le of three cavalry regiments or any 
other force of regular cavalry to Scotland. 


Mr. HALDANE: No decision has yet 
been arrived at. 


New Bayonet. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the pattern for the new bayonet 
to be issued to the troops has yet been 
decided on. 


Mr. HALDANE: The reply is in the 
negative. Patterns of new bayonets are 
still being tried by the troops, and it is 
hoped that reports will shortly be re- 
ceived. 


Camp and Messing Allowances. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
messing and camp allowance of Is. a day 
per man, to be granted to the commanding 
officer of a battalion of Territorial In- 
fantry when in camp, will be expended 
at the discretion of the commanding 


officer; or whether this grant will be 


subject to regulations made by the Army 
Council as to the manner of its use. 


Mr. HALDANE: The messing and 
camp allowance will be paid to the 
commanding officer, to be expended by 
him for the benefit of the corps. Regula- 
tions regarding its issue will be formulated 
in due course. 


Soldiers’ Walking-out Uniform. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
clothing provided for the territorial 
soldier at the public cost will include a 
walking-out uniform. 


Mr. HALDANE: The question is 


under consideration. 


Lance-Corporals. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
separation allowance will be given to 
lance-corporals of the Territorial Army 
when in camp. 
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Mr. HALDANE: If it be found | 
necessary to create lance appointments, 
the lance corporal, being a non-commis- 
sioned officer, will be entitled to separa- | 
tion allowance on the same terms as | 
other non-commissioned officers. | 


Questions. 





Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Is. 
the indecision due to any doubt if there | 
will be lance appointments ? 


Mr. HALDANE: That is one of the | 
points under consideration. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Who will decide it— 
the Army Council or the commanding 
officers ? 


Mr. HALDANE: The Army Council. 


Military Expenditure. 

Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what was the increase on military | 
and naval expenditure in 1904 compared 
with that in 1894, including revenue | 
intercepted and not paid into the| 
Exchequer. 





Mr. HALDANE: The gross Army 
expenditure in the financial years 1894-5 
and 1904-5, inclusive of loan expenditure 
and without deducting appropriation 
in aid was as_ follows :—1894-5 ; 
£21,352,560 ; 1904-5, £36,478,082 ; 
showing an increase of £15,125,522. 
As regards the naval expenditure I 
must ask my hon. friend to refer to my 
right hon. friend for the figures, 


Mr. VERNEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what has 
been the increase or decrease on military 
and naval expenditure in the year 1905 
and in 1906 compared with the expendi- 
ture in 1904, taking into account 
expenditure out of revenue intercepted 
and not paid into the Exchequer. 


Mr. HALDANE: The gross Army 
expenditure in the financial years 1903-4, 
1904-5, and 1905-6, inclusive of Military 
Works Loan Expenditure and without 
deducting appropriation in aid, was as 
follows :—1903-4, £46,698,020 ; 1904-5, 
£36,478,082 ; 1905-6, £33,331,226, show- 
ing decreases as compared with 1903-4 
of £10,219,938 in 1904-5, and of 
The figures for 





£13,366,794 in 1905-6. 


{COMMONS} 
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1906-7 are not yet available. As regards 
the naval expenditure, I must ask my 
hon. friend to refer to my right hon. 
friend for the figures. 


Engineering Staff. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
arrangements have yet been made to 
improve the position of surveyors and 
assistant surveyors of the staff for 
engineer services as regards pay and 
promotion, travelling allowances, and 
compensation for removals. 


Mr. HALDANE: The whole question 


is still under consideration. 


Regimental Adjutants. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what will be 
the approximate estimated increase in 
cost by retaining regimental adjutants 
belonging to the Regular Forces for the 
Territorial Force, as compared with the 
approximate estimate for regimental 
adjutants contained in Army Paper [Cd. 


| 3296]. 


Mr. HALDANE: [If all the adjutants 
for the Territorial Force included in 
Paper [Cd. 3296] were regular otticers 
the increase of cost including non-effective 
charges would be about £140,000. 


Army Nomenclature. 

Sir C. HILL (Shrewsbury): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the existing titles of Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers will be re- 
tained when the force contemplated 
under the Territorial Forces Bill has 
been constituted. 


Mr. HALDANE: The question of 
the nomenclature of the units of the 
Territorial Forces has not yet been 
settled. 


Camp Messing Allowances. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what will be 
the resulting cost to the State of the 
proposed messing allowance to men of 
the Territorial Force if the whole force 
should go into camp for fifteen days 
annually, as compared with the sum esti- 
mated for in Army Paper (Cd. 3296]. 
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Mr. HALDANE: If the whole force 
given in Paper Cd. 3296 were to go into 
Camp for 15 days, the excess cost would 


Mr. LEE (Hants, Fareham) : Does not | 


the right hon. Gentleman anticipate that | 
the Territorial Army will go into camp | 
for more than the minimum period ? | 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not estimate | 
anything of the sort. £170,000 is the | 
excess cost if the men go into camp for | 
the fifteen days. 


Piershill and Maryhill Barracks. 
Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War when the Scots 
Greys will leave Piershill and Maryhill | 
Barracks. 


Mr. HALDANE: The regiment will | 
leave these barracks about 22nd May. 
Part of the regiment will go to take part 
in the manceuvres. 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): Will 
another regiment of cavalry be sent vo 
Maryhill Barracks ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I should think not. 


The County Associations and the Reduc- | 
tion of the Auxiliary Forces. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I) 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War if, in view of the fact that the 
responsibility for reducing the Auxiliary 
Forces by some 74,000 men will fall upon 
the county associations, he can arrange | 
to inform those associations, at an early 
date, what the probable requirements for 
each locality wilh be, in order that the 
necessary reductions may take place 
partly by stopping recruiting forthwith, 
in order to reduce to a minimum the 
number of units which will have to be 
ultimately disbanded and the number of 
individual men who will have to be dis- 
missed. 


Mr. HALDANE: As I have already 
indicated to the House, the introduction 
of the measures contemplated in the | 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill can 
only be very gradual, and every associa- 
tion will be given ample time to conform 
the organisation of the forces in its area 
to the General Staff scheme. I must not 
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be about £170,000 a year. | 


| on the present occasion. 


1330 © 


be taken to agree with the hon. and 
gallant Member in his description of the 
character of the reorganisation. 


(Questions. 


Work for Woolwich. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any orders for war material for 
the Army or Navy hitherto intended for 
the private establishments have been 
diverted to Woolwich in order to arrest 
discharges of men ; and whether a large 
order for lyddite shell has recently been 


placed with Woolwich. 


Mr. HALDANE: With regard to most 
of the stores required by the Army and 
Navy no fixed proportion for dividing 


| orders between the Ordnance Factories 


and the private trade has ever been laid 
down, and the allocation is determined 


| year by year as appears best in accordance 


with the public interests. Where a 
definite proportion has been laid down in 
the past, it has not been departed from 
The bulk of 
the orders for lyddite shell are allotted 
this year to the Ordnance Factories, but 
on some other descriptions of shell the 
greater share will almost certainly go to 
the private trade. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Have the Admiralty 
been asked to give to Woolwich orders 
intended for private firms ? 


Mr. HALDANE: There have been 


negotiations with the Admiralty with a 


| view to getting as much work as _ possible 


for Woolwich. 


Lyddite Shell Manufacture at Woolwich. 

Mer. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether a 
large number of lyddite shell, under 
recent orders given to Woolwich, were 
rejected ; and, if so, what percentage of 
the number under examination at the 
time. 


Mr. HALDANE: Some 12 pr. lyddite 
shells made in the Ordnance Factories 
have recently been rejected for flaws due 
to defects in material supplied by the 
trade. The examination and investiga- 
tion are, however, not yet completed. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: What was the 
proportion rejected ? 

3A 
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Mr. HALDANE: I cannot say off- | 
hand. | 


The Rioting at Rawalpindi. 

*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
asked the Secretary of State for India 
whether he could give the House any 
information regarding the riot reported 
from Rawalpindi; whether the disturb- 
ance was connected with the prosecution 
of the proprietor and editor of the Pun- 
jubi newspaper, who made a false charge 
of murder against an innocent English- 
man, and sentences were passed by the 
local magistrate, against the alleged 
severity of which complaints were made 
in Questions by certain Members of this 
House ; whether such sentences had been 
subsequently reduced, and, if so, to what 
extent upon appeal; whether the final 
Court of Appeal had adjudicated upon 
this case, and, if so, with what result ; 
and whether the Government of India 
had expressed any intention of taking 
measures to suppress sedition, which 
was being fomented by agitators in the 
Punjaub and elsewhere in India. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For. 
INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs) | 
said that the Answer to the first Question 
was in the negative ; there was no reason 
to associate the one with the other. The 
duration of the sentences had been re- 
duced on appeal ; but the last Question of 
the hon. Member was wholly superfluous 
and required no Answer whatever. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY asked 
whether the right hon, Gentleman was 
still sceptical as to there being any unrest 
in India. 


Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E£.) 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman 
could make a statement for the informa- 
tion of the House as to the circumstances 
which had led to the recent disturbance | 
at Rawalpindi. 


Mr. MORLEY: I think the House | 
will desire the latest information I have 
regarding these occurrences. I have re- | 
ceived a telegram, which was sent from 
Simla on 5th May, and reached the | 
India Office last night, from the Viceroy, | 
which states that “‘On 21st April a meet- | 
ing was held at Rawalpindi, said to have | 
been attended by 8,000 or 10,000 men. | 
A well-known pleader presided, and 
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another pleader spoke on the subject of 
increased land revenue and the prosecu- 


| tion of the Punjali newspaper.” Perhaps 
I was wrong in saying that there was no 


connection between these disturbances 
and the prosecution, but it is the opinion 
of the Government of India that there is 
no connection. One speaker said the 
people of the Punjaub must be prepared to 
sacrifice their lives for the Motherland. 
Those who were afraid of bloodshed 
had better go home. Petitions to 
the British King were useless. The 
Punjabis had helped to put down 
the Mutiny ; they were now ill-treated, 
and were suffering for their base treachery 
to their own countrymen. Now was the 
time to resist, and not to be afraid of 
Martinis and howitzers. The people 
would withhold payment of the increased 
land revenue. Another speaker  pro- 
tested against increased land revenue. 
water rates and forced labour. In conse- 
quence of this, the Deputy Commissioner 
sent notice to the three speakers who 
took part in the meeting to attend his 
Court, for the purpose of a public inquiry 
into the question whether they should be 
prosecuted for sedition, and have their 
licences for practice withdrawn. A 
crowd of students, traders, and shop- 
keepers assembled at the Court to express 
sympathy with the pleaders, and were 
apparently disappointed when informed 
that the inqmry would not be held. 
Then followed disturbances. ‘The three 
pleaders have since been arrested, pre- 
sumably for abetting the recent disturb- 
ances, and have applied to the Chief 
Court for bail.” The telegram adds that 
the General Officer Commanding has 
telegraphed that all is now quiet, but 
that he anticipated further rioting if the 
Chief Court grants baik I understand 
that bail has not been granted. The 
Government of India do not at present 
apprehend further rioting, and, of course, 
the House is well aware that Rawal- 
pindi is one of the strongest garrisons in 


| India. 


*CapTaAIn FABER (Hampshire, And- 
over): Was the rioting the result of a 
teud between Mohammedans and Hindus, 
or was it solely directed against 
Europeans ! 


Mr. MORLEY: I think I must have 
notice of any further Questio1 s. 
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Case of Captain Grogan. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Roxburgh- 
shire, I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
person called Captain Grogan, at Nairobi, 
holds any military or naval commission 
from the Crown ; whether he is a Justice 
of the Peace and a visitor of the gaol at 
Nairobi; and whether, after the convic- 
tion and sentence of imprisonment passed 
upon him for unlawful flogging of native 
subjects of the King, he will be continued 
in such offices. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY oF | 


STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.) : Captain 
Grogan does not now hold any military 
or naval commission from the Crown ; 
but he is entitled to describe himself as 
Captain, as he was granted the honorary 
rank of Captain in the Army in virtue of 
his having served as a Captain in an 
embodied Militia battalion. He is a 
visiting Justice of Nairobi Gaol, but does 
not, so far as the Secretary of State is 
aware, possess any of the other powers 
belonging to a Justice of the Peace in 
this country. He will not be continued 
in the office of visiting Justice. 


Mr. SMEATON: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Roxburghshire, I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the criminal codes in 
force at Nairobi contain any provision 
similar to Section 545 of the Indian Code 
of Criminal Procedure, whereby a Court 
passing judgment of fine may order the 
whole or any part of the fine recovered 
to be applied to defray the costs of the 
prosecution and in compensation for the 
injury caused by the offence committed, 
where substantial compensation is, in the 
opinion of the Court, recoverable by civil 
suit; and whether the magistrate at 
Nairobi who sentenced Captain Grogan 
and others to fines for unlawful floggings 
of native subjects of the King did award 
any compensation to any of the native 
subjects flogged. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The offence for 
which Captain Grogan and others have 
recently been sentenced to fine and 
imprisonment is that of unlawful assembly, 
so that the provisions of Section 545 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure are not 
applicable, since a civil action could not 
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be brought to recover compensation for 
unlawful assembly. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : Will 
the right hon. Gentleman answer the last 
part of the Question ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think 
compensation can be awarded. At any 
rate it is not usual for the Crown to 
award it in such cases. 


| Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): What 
| remedy or redress have the natives then ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The remedies the 


law allows. 


Dinizulu’s Libel Action. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is yet in a position 
| to state the facts as to the alleged inter- 
i ference of the Natal Government in the 
}action for libel brought by the chief 
| Dinizulu against his former private 
| secretary. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 

Viscount TURNOUR: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Hoxton Division 
for Shoreditch, I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
was the total number of Chinese coolies 
repatriated during the last financial year 
at the expense of the Home Government ; 
and if any portion of the grant voted for 
that purpose remains unexpended. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Seven hundred 
and sixty-six coolies were repatriated at 
the expense of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment during the last financial year. 
The whole of the grant voted by Parlia- 
ment for that purpose has been paid out 
of the Exchequer, but the final accounts 
of actual expenditure have not yet been 
received from the Transvaal. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
Is the cost of the repatriation now paid 
by the Government ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: That matter 
hardly arises out of the Question on the 
Paper. The conditions of repatriation 
were laid down by the Government 
during the period they were responsible 
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for the Government of the Transvaal, 
and the work is still proceeding under 
those regulations. No decision has yet 
been come to with regard to the present 
responsibility for the cost, but I hope 
one will be arrived at in the course of a 
week, 


CapTain CRAIG (Down, E.): Were. 


these coolies repatriated, or any of them, 
because they considered that the terms 
of service imposed on them amounted to 
slavery ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Evidently they 
did not consider the conditions  sutti- 
ciently attractive to induce them to stay 
longer. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : How 
much money did these coolies take back 
with them to China ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL : It could not have 
been much, because one of the conditions 
of repatriation is that they have not sufti- 


cient funds to pay the cost of their 
return. 
Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 


N.R., Thirsk) : I beg to ask the Under- 


Secretary of State for the Colonies if any | 


Chinese coolies will be repatriated during 


the present financial year at the expense | 


of the Home Government. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The 
now under discussion and 
has vet been reached. 


no decision 


Admission of Unlicensed Coolies into 

the Transvaal. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can give the 
name of the mine where the 295 Chinese 
coolies are working in the Transvaal for 
whom no licences were issued at the 
time of landing in South Africa ; whether 
any application has been made to the 
responsible authorities for such addi- 
tional licences to be issued; and what 
action, if any, has been taken in the 


matter. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. G. GREENWOOD _ (Peter- 
borough): To ask the Under-Secretary 
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of State for the Colonies how many 
Chinese coolies have been imported into 
South Africa without licences; whether 
any of them, and, if so, how many, 
formed part of those imported by the 
steamship “Cranley,” which left Ching- 
wang-tao on 27th November last; and 
whether, in view of the assurance given 
by him on 10th December last that if it 
should appear that any of such coolies 
were not covered by licences, steps would 
be taken to prevent their landing, he 
can say why such steps were not in fact 
taken and by whose authority they were 
allowed to jand. 


Questions. 


Mr. SCOTT (Ashton-under-Lyne): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies on whom should the cost of 
repatriating the 257 Chinese  coolies 
landed in South Africa withont licence 
fall; and have those responsible been 
asked to pay for sending them back. 


Mr. SCOTT : To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies when did 
Lord Selborne become aware of the fact 
that 257 Chinese coolies had arrived in 
South Africa without licence; was it 
with Lord Selborne’s consent that the 
coolies were permitted to start work ; 
and, if not, what steps did Lord Selborne 
take to see that the law was complied 
with. 


Mr. WALSH (Lancashire, Ince): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 


became aware of the illegal importation 
of the 259 Chinese coolies; whether 
these coolies are now receiving any 
different treatment from the others and 
whether licences have been issued in 
respect to them, and in what way has 
their presence in the Transvaal been 
made legal; whether these coolies are 
employed at one mine or at several ; and 
whether he can give to the House the 
name of the mine or mines, together 
with their proprietors ; and whether he 
can state who is the official responsible 
for the error in calculation by which 
these coolies were allowed to be shipped 


| from China. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford): To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
any communication was made by 
Lord Selborne to the new Government 





or 
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of the Transvaal that there was a large 
number of Chinese coolies who had been 
imported into the Colony without 
licenses ; and, if so, what steps were taken 
by the Colonial Government to deal 
with the situation. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the error in issuing, 


under the Transvaal Chinese Labour | 


Ordinance, 259 licences for coolies in 
excess of the total number authorised, 
did not arise before the present Govern- | 
ment took office; did it not remain | 
undiscovered until some time after His | 
Majesty’s present Secretary of State was 
appointed ; and what punishment, if any, 
will fall on the officer primarily respon- 
sible for this irregularity. 


Mr. STEWART (Greenock) : To ask | 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Chinese coolies who 
have been imported into the Transvaal 
without licences are at liberty to trade and 
acquire land ; whether they are bound to 
reside on the premises of their employers ; 
and, if so, whether they require any 
permit to lease the premises; and 
whether there is any law imposing the 
necessity of such a permit. 
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| ported into the Transvaal without the 
licences required by law are at present 
confined in compounds; and, if so, in 
which mines and by what law or 
authority they are so confined. 


Mr. MACKARNESS: To ask the 
| Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
| who were the officials responsible for the 

recent importation into the Transvaal of 

257 Chinese labourers not licensed, as 
| required by the Labour Ordinance of 
1904 ; and whether they have offered any 
explanation for permitting such a breach 
of the law. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: I think it will be 
for the convenience of the House if I 
answer this and the other Questions 
on the subject by reading the tele- 
grams which have passed between the 
Secretary of State and the High Commis- 
sioner. The number of Chinese coolies 
imported in S.S. ‘Cranley ” appearing, 
according to the information in Colonial 
Office, to be somewhat in excess of the 
licences issued, Lord Elgin telegraphed 
on 27th December as follows: “It is 
difficult to reconcile statistics of Chinese 
coolies introduced since December, 1905, 
with number of licences then outstanding. 
I should be glad if you would send home 
by mail full report on the figures.” 


|The High Commissioner replied on 1st 


Mr. NICHOLLS (Northamptonshire, | 
N.): To ask the Under-Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies whether persons 
who introduce and employ Chinese 
labourers in the Transvaal without 
having obtained licences for them are 
liable to a penalty of £100 for each 
labourer; and, if so, whether the 
introducers and employers of the 259 
coolies recently imported without licences | 
have been made amenable to the law. | 


Mr. NICHOLLS: To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Chinese coolies who have 
been imported into the Transvaal with- 
out the licences required by the Labour 
Ordinance are subject to the restraints | 
upon liberty, and upon the rights to 
acquire property, which are imposed by 
that Ordinance. 


Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, 
Newbury): To ask the Under-Secre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
the 257 Chinese labourers recently im- 


January: “lst January. Your tele- 
gram of 27th December No. 1. Matter 
has been referred to Jamieson, who, on 
again going through figures, has dis- 
covered that he unwittingly furnished 
me with incorrect data for my telegram 
15th December, No. 1. That he should 
have done so is due to a series of un- 
fortunate clerical errors for which he 
assumes full responsibility, I, of course, 
having nothing but his figures on which 
to go. He puts forward in part explana- 
tion of how mistakes arose the fact that 
the principal clerk in charge of returns 
was on leave and the figures were only 
checked by one, and that an inadequate 
method. The sole official record of 
the number of coolies in respect of 
whom licences are issued is the counter- 
foils of the licence-book, and aecord- 
ing to these counterfoils, licences in 
respect of a total number of 63,350 


'coolies were issued, exclusive of 3,000 


applied for by the Randfontein group, 
which hereafter will be assumed to be 
permanently eliminated. In the process 
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of investigation it was accidentally dis- 
covered that one licence and one counter- 
foil made out in June, 1905, were 
incorrectly filled in, the number on both 
appearing as 553 instead of 246 as it 
ought to have been. Prior to signature 
the licence was altered, but not the 
counterfoil, and the latter, as explained, 
constituting the only record in the 
Foreign Labour Department, 553 was, 
throughout all previous computations, 
assumed to be correct. It was only 
when the figures furnished in my tele- 
gram of 15th December were being 
compiled that this discrepancy was dis- 
covered, and the total set down at its 
correct amount, namely, 63,043. The 
true position therefore is as follows: 
actual number of licences issued 63,043, 
actual and prospective arrivals, 63,302, 
difference 259. Had the figure 553 on 
the counterfoil been correct, number of 
licences issued stood at 63,350, leaving a 
balance of licences over coolies of forty- 
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eight, so that, in so far as the licences | 
are concerned under which the coolies | 


brought in since December, 1905, were 


introduced, no infraction of the stipula- | 
Majesty’s | 
Government could be assumed to have | 
The one satisfactory | 


tion laid down by His 


been committed. 


feature of this blunder is that the 


fundamental error has been traced back | 


to June, 1905, and that it was not 
discovered until last batch of coolies 
were on the water, thus making it 


impossible even for a hostile critic to | 
suggest that error was anything but a | 


pure accident. [ have taken serious 
notice of the blunder, but am_ pre- 
pared to stand bail for the absolute 
loyalty of Jamieson and his staff.” On 
this the Secretary of State telegraphed 
as follows :—* 7th January. Matter most 
urgent. Your telegram Ist January, 
No. 3. In view of pledges given in 
House of Commons that no Chinaman 
not covered by licences should land in 
South Africa, it is desirable that the 
259 arriving in excess of the number for 
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High Commissioner replied :—‘ 10th 


January. Matter most urgent. Your 
telegram No. 2, 7th January. I do not 


think that any incident of my adminis- 
tration has caused me more annoyance or 
regret than this unfortunate blunder 
made by my officers so long ago as 10th 
June, 1905, and which is producing its 
consequences now. It was a perfectly 
bona fide slip, such as all men are liable 
to. The Labour Importation Agency 
acting equally bona fide on mistaken in- 
formation supplied by the Foreign Labour 
Department, cannot reasonably be made 
to share responsibility. I quite under- 
stand that His Majesty’s Government 
consider it very desirable that, in view of 
pledges given, 259 men of the new arrivals 
should not have licences issued to them 
or be allowed to proceed to the Rand, 
but I am most grateful for being allowed 
to state extraordinary difficulty of Trans- 
vaal Government in the matter. If lam 
compelled to send back 259 of the coolies 
who have just arrived by the “Cranley,” 
and are new in the depot at Durban, and 
my Officers sueceed in explaining position 
to them without producing a riot, whole 
expense will have to fall on Transvaal 
Government, and from the point of view 
of the Transvaal tax-paver Government's 
position will be indefensible. (rovern- 
ment will have to pay to the Labour 
Importation Agency same sum for each 
of the 259 as is charged to His Majesty's 
Government with respect to state-aided 
repatriates, namely, £25 per head. We 
must also pay coolies reasonable compen- 
sation for loss of advantages they expect 


under their contract. I put this at 
£20 a head, being very least sum 


which Jamieson estimates that a reason- 
ably hard working and ecenomical coolie 


could save in the three vears for 
which these men think they have 
come. Total £11,655, or say £12,000. 


| This is an estimate of minimum sum on 


whom licences were authorised should be | 


returned to China. Please telegraph 


your views as to how repatriation could | 


he effected and as to incidence of cost 
and of liability to compensate those who 
do not return willingly. Even if error 
was itself accidental the direct cause is 
negligence of Superintendent in relying 
on so manifestly insutticient a record as 
counterfoils of licence book.” To which 


which, in opinion «f Superintendent of 
foreign labour, he can hope to persuade 
the men to return willingly. He says 
that none of them will return willingly 
without it. Says that it is more than 
possible that when they appreciate 
position they will stand out for more 
liberal compensation for breach of con- 
tract than £20 a head. We shall thus be 
involved in an absolute waste of public 
money to the extent of £12,000 at a 
moment when Government is in sore 
straits for money (and) is obliged to 
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starve most necessary works in an effort 
to hand over the administration to the 
new Government without a deficit on the 
Budget, in spite of the very serious falling 
off in the revenue. For instance, a pro- 
gramme of new school buildings urgently 
required to replace existing insanitary 
accommodation has had to be postponed, 
and it is pointed out to me that, merely 
on account of a clerical error, Government 
will have to throw away a sum which 
would provide school accommodation for 
800 children. I would remind you that 
total number of licences which have been 
issued is 63,043, and total number of 
coolies in the country, including all those 
brought by the “Cranley,” is only 
55,018, the difference being accounted for 
hy the number who have been repatriated 
in one way or another, or who have died. 
I am not in any degree whatever respon- 
sible for what has happened, though I 
wish no one else to share with me 
responsibility for its consequences. I can 
only say that if His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment can spare me this additional strain 
on Transvaal finances at a moment to me 
of extreme administrative ditticulty, and 
allow me to pass this extra 259 men into the 
Transvaal, I shall be sincerely grateful.” 
And the Secretary of State answered :— 
“17th January. Your telegram of 10th 
January, No. 4. I accept your 
assurance that what has occurred 
has been the result of a pure error, 
and that no suspicion of bad faith attaches 
to any one. But where a distinct pledge 
has been given to Parliament it is im- 
portant to render it impossible that we 
should be charged, even unjustly, with 
having broken it in letter or spirit. For 
this reason I should have been glad to 
arrange tor the immediate repatriation of 
so many coolies as have been imported in 
excess of the number of licences issued. 
But L appreciate the force of the considera- 
tions which you urge, and I am reluctant 
to incur the risks to which you refer, and 
especially on the eve of responsible 
government to impose an expenditure of 
£12,000 on the Transvaal as a conse- 
quence of the clerical error of an official, 
which took place before I assumed oftice. I 
will therefore not pressfurther for repatria- 
tion of these coolies.” As to the status of 
the 259 extra coolies, I do not know which 
ones they are nor upon which mines they 
are employed, nor how they should be 
distinguished among the total number 
imported. If the last 259 recruited were 
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| chosen, which seems the only possible 
| way, reference would have to be made to 
China. So far as I am advised the mis- 
take about the licences does not appear 
to affect the position of the labourer, who, 
when he is within the Transvaal, is sub- 
ject to the provisions of the Labour Im- 
portation Ordinance. Moreover, all these 
matters have now passed in their ad- 
ministrative aspect wholly within the 
authority of the responsible Government 
of the Transvaal, and any legal issues 
which may arise out of them can only be 
determined by the Courts of that Colony. 


Mr. J. WARD: I should like to ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman intends 
to distribute that Answer. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I think it will be 
convenient to lay the full text of the 
telegrams I have read in the form of a 
Parliamentary Paper. 


Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): Since I was the hon. Member 
to whom the pledge was given that, if 
any coolies in excess of the. number of 
licences issued were found to have em- 
barked on this steamer, they should be 
returned, may I ask my right hon. friend 
whether he does not consider that any 
statement that the matter is now within 
the province of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment is quite beside the mark so far as 
this House is concerned, and whether the 
return of these 259 coolies is not a duty 
laid on His Majesty’s Government which 
they cannot possibly evade? Further, I 
desire to ask whether it is possible for 
these coolies to be repatriated under the 
Repatriation Ordinance and out of the 
funds so provided. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think 
that my hon. friend, having heard the 
telegrams, will suggest that we have not 
taken in a very serious spirit any pledge 
given to the House of Commons. But in 
carrying out such a pledge we must be 
guided by practical and reasonable con- 
siderations, and the proportion between 
the theoretic issue involved and the great 
practical difficulties must always be 
observed. As to what we can do now 
in regard to any matters connected with 
the Transvaal, I speak on an entirely 
different footing from that on which I 
| spoke before the Constitution was granted. 
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We shall be guided largely by the 
responsible Ministers of the Transvaal. 


Mr. BYLES asked what punishment 
would be inflicted on the officer primarily 
responsible. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not know 
who the officer in question is. He is very 
likely some not very exalted official in 
the Labour Importation Agency or the 
Foreign Labour Department. He has 
evidently been very severely censured by 
his superiors, and I do not think we 
should be adopting a very wise course if 
we were to proceed further against this 
unfortunate official. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Is this a 
patronage 
Government ! 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) : Were the coolies imported 
in excess of the numbers appearing on 
the licence or on the counterfoil ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: More  coolies 
were imported than appeared on the 
counterfoil. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): is it not a fact that the only 
officer responsible to the Colonial Office 
is the High Commissioner 4 


Mr. J. WARD: I should like to ask 
whether it is to be understood that Lord 
Selborne or those responsible for the 
administration of public affairs in the 
Transvaal have issued these 259 licences 
since January of this year. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The question is 
one of extreme complication, because no 
one can tell who are these particular 
259 coolies. If you really wish to be 
quite just on the particular importer you 
ought to make a pro ruta deduction from 
all the shiploads since the date when the 
error was made. In a matter so compli- 
cated I should hesitate to lay down the 
law without notice in answer to a supple- 
mentary Question. I must have an 
opportunity of consulting legal advisers. 
For anything done by Lord Selborne in 


this matter His Majesty’s Government | 
_ Commons. 


accept full responsibility. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD | 


(Leicester): Why have the Government 
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kept this information so long from the 
House ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No information 
was retained from the House, and it is 
always my endeavour to supply the 
House with the fullest information when- 
ever I am interrogated ; but I am not 
aware that it is my duty to endeavour to 
multiply opportunities for interrogation. 


British Settlers in the Orange River 
Colony. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware that 
the position of many of the British settlers 
in the Orange River Colony is precarious, 
owing to the excessive amounts they have 
to pay for redemption and_ interest ; 
whether they have applied for a revalu- 
ation of their farms; and, if so, whether 
the Government will consent to the 
appointment of a commission of farmers 
and business men to inquire into the 
position of these settlers. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Iam aware that 
some of the settlers have applied for a 
revaluation ; but I am not prepared to 
admit that the situation of many of them 
is precarious. The Government of the 
Orange River Colony have the interests of 
the settlers greatly at heart, and it does 
not appear that there would be any ad- 
vantage in appointing a commission of 
inquiry. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: Is it the 
intention of the Government to consider 
the question of a revaluation of these 
lands ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not know if 
that forms part of the scheme which is 
being promoted. 


Mr. Abbott's Ransom from Turkish 
Brigands. 

Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs has the 
£15,000 recently paid to Turkish brigands 
for the ransom of Mr. Abbott at Salonica 
been found by the British Government ; 
and will he say on what Vote the money 
will be asked for from the House of 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE ‘TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
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Dewsbury ; for Sir Epwarp Grey): | 
The sum in question was advanced | 
by His Majesty’s Government, but 
will ultimately be required from the 
Ottoman Government, whom they hold 
responsible for the occurrence. It is not, 
therefore, proposed to submit any Vote 
for this service to the House of Commons. 


Mr. BYLES: Have you applied for it 
to the Ottoman Government ! 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Yes. 


_ Mr. BYLES: The question is are you 
likely to get it ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Albanian Outrage at Uskub. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Atfairs whether he has any official in- | 
formation showing that Mr. Heathcote- 
Smith, the acting British vice-consul, was 
attacked and robbed by armed Albanians 
outside Uskub on Saturday last ; and 
whether, in view of the fact that this is | 
the second attack on British subjects in | 
Turkish territory within the last few | 
weeks, he will take action to prevent the 
recurrence of such attacks. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend has called for a Report on the case 
from His Majesty’s Ambassador at Con- 
stantinople, and he has received a 
telegram in reply from which it appears 
that the incident has been much ex- 
aggerated in the accounts published. 
Mr. Heathcote-Smith was, it is true, 
attacked by two Albanian robbers two 
miles from the town of Uskub, but he 
lost nothing but a book, and was not 
hurt. The Turkish authorities are doing 
all in their power to secure the arrest of 
the robbers, and my right hon. friend 
does not, therefore, consider it necessary 
to take any further steps in the matter 
for the present. 





Baptist Mission on the Congo. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: 
(Leicester) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he has 
had several communications from the Bap- 
tist Missionary Society complaining that 
Article 6 of the Berlin Act of 1885, 
relating to the Government of the Congo, 
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under which free and public exercise of 
every creed, and the right to erect 
religious buildings and to organise 
missions is to be subject to no restricticn 
or impediment, has not recently been 
observed as regards this society, and 
complaining that a site belonging to the 
society has been occupied by the Congo 
Government without compensation and 
without another having been given in 
exchange ; whether he has received from 
this society complaints that the fiscal 
imposts upon materials used for the con- 
struction of churches, schools, and hos- 
pitals, and for the carrying out of the 
general work of missionary societies, are 
heavy and oppressive ; and whether he is 
in a position to state what action he has 
taken regarding these complaints, and 
with what result. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend has been for some time past in 
communication with the society on the 
subject, and the actual cases which have 


| given rise to complaint are being care- 
| fully examined in order to see what 


action can be taken respecting them. 


“The Mikado.” 
Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask 


| the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department 


what reasons are given 
for withdrawing the licence to act 
“The Mikado” in London and _ the 
provinces; what alterations or addi- 
tions have been made in the play 
since the many hundreds of occasions 
of its previous presentation to cause 
the Lord Chamberlain to take a less 
favourable view of its effect on pubiic 
taste and morals; and whether the 
Government will take immediate steps 
to remove the ban on this popular 
production. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject were also on the Paper :— 


Mr. TREVELYAN : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that there is to be a 
performance of “ The Mikado” in Leeds 
during the present week; whether the 
action of the Lord Chamberlain will 
result in its prohibition; and, if so, 
from what fund compensation will be 
forthcoming for the company which had 
intended the production of the play. 
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Mr. GEORGE FABER : To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment when, and for what reason, the Lord 
Chamberlain withdrew the licence for the 
stage representation of the operetta called 
“The Mikado” after its continuous 
performance for so many years past ; 
whether the withdrawal is temporary 
or permanent; whether it applies to 
the provinces as well as to London; 
whether it relates to performances by 
amateur operatic and dramatic societies 
throughout the United Kingdom ; and, 
in any event, whether performances may 
still be given in all cases where the 
contracts and arrangements had been 
entered into before the withdrawal of 
the licence had been published. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Giap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): On the question of 
fact I am informed that the order of the 
the Lord Chamberlain applies both to 
London and the provinces, under Section 
14 of the Act of 1843, for regulating 
theatres, and to all public performances 
of “The Mikado.” The order is operative 
from the date of issue. which was March 
26th. No compensation is payable under 
the Act. No alterations in the text have 
been made. As to the reasons for the 
prohibition I can add nothing to the 
Answer of my right hon. friend the 
Foreign Secretary on Thursday last.+ I 
am informed by the Lord Chamberlain 
that it will be a matter for consideration 
whether, after certain modifications in 
the text, the present restriction can be 
subsequently removed. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): May 
Task the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it would not be possible in future to give 
rather longer notice in a case of this kind, 
as a great deal of inconvenience has been 
caused, especially in the town of 
Middlesbrough ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: 
that to the Lord Chamberlain. 
he will bear it in mind. 


I will convey 
No doubt 


Mr. GEORGE FABER: Is it a fact 
that this music is forbidden to be played 
ou ships of war and by regimental bands ? 
May | also ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is aware that the action of 





t See (4) Debates, elxxiii., 1062. 


{COMMONS} 


1348 


Questions. 


the Lord Chamberlain in this matter has 
made this country ridiculous in the eyes 
of the civilised world ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I strongly pro- 
test against the last remark of the 
hon. Member, and as regards his first 
Question it has nothing to do with my 
Department. 


*CarraAin FABER Will the licence 
be withdrawn for ‘H.M.S. Pinafore” 
which is a satire on another place ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


The Lord Chamberlain. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 


W.): I beg to ask the Prime Minister if 
he will state whether any Minister of the 
Crown is responsible to the House of 
Commons for the action or inaction of the 
Lord Chamberlain. 


THE PRIME MINISTER Anpb FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): 
The Home Secretary has been in the 
habit of answering Parliamentary Ques- 
tion on behalf of the Lord Chamberlain, 
and of seeing that he is furnished with 
the best legal advice; but it would re- 
quire legislation to make him Parlia- 
mentarily responsible for the Lord 
Chamberlain. 


County of London Licensing 
Compensation Fund. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


| the Home Department whether he can 





state the approximate amount of the 
balance of the compensation fund in the 
hands of the compensation authority for 
the county of London at the commence- 
ment of the present year ; the approxi- 
mate amount of such balance aiter 
allowance for the discharge of all cla ms 
upon the fund in respect of licences 
refused in 1906; if sums forming the 
balance are invested, and, if so, in what 
manner ; what was the purchase price of 
the investments; and what rate of in- 
terest they bear. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The balance was 
£341,616 11s. 9d., the claims amounted 
to upwards of £250,000, ana after they 
are satisfied there will remain some 
£89,890. Of the aforesaid balance 
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£145,000 were invested in Consols at 24 
per cent., the purchase price being 
8953 for £120,000 and 90,7, for £25,000. 
The remainder of the balance has borne 
interest at deposit rate. 


Questions. 


Mr. REMNANT: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman think it wise to invest the 
money in a fund which fluctuates so 
much as Consols ? 

& 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 

is 1 matter of opinion. 


Mr. REMNANT: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention bas been 
called to the fact that the compensation 
authority for the county of London have 
this year imposed charges under the 
Licensing Act, 1904, for the purposes of 
the compensation fund at the maximum 
rate ; whether he is aware that this will 
produce, when added to the balance in 
hand, a sum considerably in excess of any 
probable requirements for compensation 
payments for licences refused under the 
Act in the present year; that the levy 
has been imposed at the maximum rate 
owing toa depreciation in the value of 
the securities in which balances in hand 
have been invested by the authority, and 
that the same cause has led to delays in 
the payment of compensation awards ; 
and whether, having regards to the hard- 
ships thus suffered by vontributories to 
the fund, and in cases where there has 
been delay in the payment of compensa- 
tion awards, he will consider the 
advisability of some emendation of Rule 
60 of the Licensing Rules, 1904, or will 
take any other action in the matter. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am informed 
that, though the authority considered 
the fact of the depreciation of Consols— 
the only securities in which any part of 
the fund has been invested—it was not 
on this ground alone that it was deemed 
necessary to impose the maximum charge ; 
and that there is no reason to anticipate 
that the proceeds will considerably exceed 
the requirements in respect of the year 
1907. It does not appear from the 
information which I have received that 
any delay in paying the compensation 
monies is due to the depreciation in 
Consols, and I see no reason at present for 
any action on my part. 
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Illegal Storage of Ammunition. 

| Viscount TURNOUR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether he is in a position 
| to give the House any information with 
‘regard to the alleged illegal storage of 
|ammunition in certain towns in the 
| North of England. 





Mr. GLADSTONE : Proceedings have 
| been taken against several persons in 
j respect of this matter, and have been 
| fully reported in the newspapers. I can 
| add nothing of importance to the inforn.a- 
| tion given in these reports. 


London Postal Service Overseers. 

Mr. A. ALLEN (Christchurch) : I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
it is necessary for all officers promoted to 
the rank of overseer in the London postal 
‘service to have an intimate knowledge 
of the local sorting, including the town 
area of the district, when qualifying for 
promotion. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mer. 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): It is the duty of overseers in 
the London Postal Service to supervise 
the work of sorters and postmen, and it ig 
necessary for them to possess such a 
knowledge of the local sorting as will 
enable them to discharge this duty 
efficiently, 


Wareham Postmaster’s Grievance. 

CoLONEL Rk, WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if his attention has been called to 
the ease of Mr. Best, formerly postmaster 
of Wareham, who, after faithfully dis- 
charging his duties for forty-two years 
and sinking all his savings in erecting a 
suitable post-otlice, is now compulsorily 
retired without any pension; and 
whether, in view of his long service and 
the peculiar circumstances of the case, he 
can recommend any relaxation of the 
rules in his favour. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Mr. Best 
is not an established civil servant. 
| Besides acting as postmaster, he held an 
| outside appointment for many years 
until 1900, and he also carried on a 
private business from 1865 until 1896. 
|The Superannuation Acts limit the 
‘award of pensions to established officers ; 
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and it is not in my power to obtain 
exceptional treatment for Mr. Best. 


(uestions. 


Cable Telegraphists’ Allowances. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether, seeing that the 
Post Office decided in 1905 to give 
telegraphists employed on foreign cables, 
and who lived in towns outside London, 
an allowance of 2s. per week, and that 
the staff employed at Lerwick and who 
work the foreign cable to the Farée 
Islands, and have acquired a knowledge | 
of the Danish language in order to increase | 
their efficiency, have not received the 
allowance, steps will be taken to give it 
to them. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The allow- 
ance referred to is granted to telegraphists 
who spend the whole or a great portion 
of their attendance at foreign wires. At | 
Lerwick there is but one foreign wire, | 
and it is not possible to limit the attend- 
ance at this wire to one or two sorting | 
clerks and telegraphists. The whole | 
staff take the duty in turn, and the time 
spent on it by each individual telegraphist 
is not sufficiont to justify the payment | 
of an allowance. 





Ness and Beauly Fishery Rights. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
if he can now state the names of the 
landlords who claim fishery rights to 
the estuary of the Ness and Beauly rivers ; 
and to what extent those rights extend 
seawards from the Beauly and Ness 
rivers respectively. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srnciarr, Forfarshire): I am in- 
formed by the clerks to the district 
board that, so far as they are aware, the 
only proprietors who claim rights to | 
salmon fishing in the estuary of the 
Beauly are Lord Lovat and Mr. Biscoe 
of Newton, The rights would apparently 
extend to Kessock Ferry in the case of | 
Lord Lovat, but only ex adverso of | 
Mr. Biscoe’s land. The proprietors who 
claim right to salmon fishings in the | 
estuary of the Ness are Mrs. Darwin of 
Muirtown, the town of Inverness, the 
Inverness Harbour Trustees, the Crown, | 
Mrs. Crosbie of Flowerburn, Mr. Fletcher | 
of Rosehaugh, the War Office, Donald | 
Macdonald of Kessock, and Robert | 
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McLean of Drynie. The rights of these 
proprietors are believed to extend to the 
fishings ex adverso of their respective 
lands. 


Questions. 


Small Holdings in County Roxburgh. 

Mr. SMEATON: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Roxburghshire, I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
will be able to start an early inquiry as 
to the need of small hqldings at New- 
castleton and other parts of the parish of 
Castleton, in Liddesdale, in the county 
of Roxburgh. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: If my hon. friend 
has in view the exercise by the Agri- 
cultural Commissioners of their powers 
under the Small Landholders (Scotland) 
Bill now before Parliament, [ must ask 
him to defer such inquiries until a later 
date. 


Sporting Estates in Aberdeenshire. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: | 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether he has now any information re- 
garding enclosures and the extension of 
sporting ground on Mr. Heaven’s estate 
near Aboyne, Aberdeenshire ; whether 


| he 1s aware that, in an adjoining estate of 


Glen Tara, belonging to Mr. Coats, the 
tenant of Easter Millfield, a man_ of 
seventy-three, whose family has been in 
the Glen for 200 years, and who is the 
last of the flourishing smallholders of 
Glen Tara, is under notice to quit; 
whether the farm of Tillycairn is now 
being put under grass for shooting pur- 
poses ; whether, close at hand, part of the 
farm of Cobbleheugh has just been added 
to the sporting area, and the tenant is 
leaving at Whitsuntide ; whether the 
tenant of the farm of Craigendinnie is 
also under notice to quit at Whitsuntide, 
in order that the sporting value of Mr. 
Coats’ estate may be enhanced; and 
whether, in view of the reduction of the 
rural population of Aberdeenshire and 
the number of emigrants from the country 
to Canada, the Government will take any 
immediate action to prevent the absorp- 
tion of paying farms into sporting areas. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have made ir 
quiries with regard to the two estates 
referred to by the hon. Member. No 
information has yet reached me_ with 
regard to the former. With regard to 


the latter estate my information is as 
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follows: The tenant of Easter Millfield 
expressed a desire to be relieved of 
his farm; this was agreed to; at the 
same time a small croft on the estate 
was offered to him, but he did not accept 
it. The tenant of Tillycairn asked to 
be relieved of his farm as a_ special 
favour, the farm is not being put under 
grass for shooting purposes but is being 
worked from the home farm. Twenty- 
tive acres of rough land covered with 
broom is being resumed from the 
f of Cobbleheugh, the remaining 


Questions. 


farm 
portion of the farm, 175 acres, was 
offered to the late tenant, but on his not 
taking it, it was at once let at an advanced 
rent. The tenant of Craigendinnie, with 
whom the proprietor was satisfied in 
every way, is leaving at Whitsuntide, but 
as the present farmhouse and steading 
adjoins the mansion house, the pro- 


prietor has decided, as a sanitary pre- . 


caution, to take the farm into his own 
hands. I have only to add that the 
attitude of the Government in regard to 
rural depopulation in Scotland and the 
maintenance of small farms is shown in 
the Small Landholders Bill now before 
Parliament. 


Dog Poisoning in Sutherland. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
toask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
poisoning of the crofters’ dogs in the 
neighbourhood of Badininish, Skelbo, 
Sutherland ; whether he is aware that 
a dog is absolutely necessary to the 
crofter ; will he take steps to put an end 
to this persecution of crofters ; and is he 
aware that putting poison about may be 
a danger to human beings as well as 
animals. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am informed that 
five dogs have died apparently by poison, 
and it is said the farmers have suffered 
heavily through lamb-worrying. There 
is, however, no charge against anyone 
and no evidence. If any complaint is 
made against anybody it will be investi- 
gated in the usual way by the Procurator 
Fiscal. 


Scottish Landlords’ Claim to Seaweed. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
tor Scotland if he is aware that certain 
proprietors in the North of Scotland 


claim the seaweed as their own particular | 
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property ; that persons desirous of earning 
a little by the collection of seaweed and 
the manufacture of kelp, under arduous 
conditions and often in the most inclement 
weather, can only do so by leave, and 
have to sell at what price the proprietor 
cares to give: and whether, in view of 
the above facts, he will cause inquiry to 
be made as to the conditions under which 
the seaweed is gathered, burned, and 
sold as kelp, and if it possible to establish 
the industry on a more equitable basis. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I[ am taking steps 
to inform myself upon this matter, and 
will confer with my hon. friend in a few 
days time. 


Mr. BYLES: Is the seaweed growing 
below high-water mark claimed as private 
property ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 
the hon. Member. 


I will confer with 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): How 
much capital have the landlords sunk in 
this industry ! 


Irish Board of Works Staff. 

Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : I beg toask the Secretary to the 
Treasury what is the exact status of a 
supernumerary staff officer, and in what 
Dublin offices are officials with this 
designation employed ; whether he will 
state the circumstances which rendered 
such an appointment necessary in the 
ottice of the Board of Works, Dublin, and 
is it to be assumed that it was to meet 
temporary pressure, and, if so, has this 
pressure passed away, and will the officer 
concerned now revert to his original 
grade ; why a former personal clerk of 
Sir Robert Holmes was transferred to 
this office in the capacity named, con- 
sidering that at the same time he is 
receiving an allowance as a_ private 
secretary to Sir George Holmes ; and 
under what circumstances were such 
exceptional measures necessary in an 
office the assistant secretary of which is 
now being spared indefinitely to the 
Railway Commission without any appar- 
ent inconvenience to the Department. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The appointment 
in question was made in connection with 
a partial reorganisation of the staff of the 
Board of Works agreed upon between 
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the Treasury and the Board. The! Prince Bulow and Disarmament. 

officer referred to was considered to  Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
possess special qualifications for the Prime Minister whether, in view of 


duties he was required to fulfil, and these 
expectations have been fully confirmed. 
Pending, however, the completion of the 
staff arrangements, for which oppor- 
tunity has not offered, the post was not 
regarded as of a substantive character. 
It is not the case that this officer is 
receiving an allowance as private secre. 
tary. As regards the last part of the 


Question, the expert knowledge of the | 


assistant secretary on railway matters 
was placed at the disposal of the Com- 
mission so long as he could conveniently 
be spared. The arrangement is, of course, 
of only a temporary nature. 


Dublin County Council and Land 
urchase. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury how the sum deducted in respect of 
land purchase transactions from the 
grants payable to the Dublin County 
Council is made up; and whether he will 
state the statutory enactments respectively 
by the authority of which the Treasury 
considers itself entitled to make the 
several deductions in question. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The proportion, 
of the total amount = drawn from 
the Guarantee Fund in 1907, charge- 
able to County Dublin amounted to 
£1,574 11s. 7d. This sum is made up as 
follows:—Drawn under the Irish Land 





Act, 1903— £ 
Arrears of Annuities - - - $825 

Unearned dividend on issues of 
Stock - - - - - 488 
Advance dividend : - =) BBO 
Interest due bnt not received = gis 
Unproductive balances - - 185 
1,596 

Less—Repaid to Guarantee Fund 

under Purchase of Land (Ire- 
land) Act, 1891 - - - 21 
£1,575 





As regards the remaining portion of the | 


Question, I heg to refer the hon. Member 
to my Answers to the hon. Member for 
Waterford of the 22nd and the 29th 
ultimo. 7 


t See (4) Debates, clxxii,, 1425 et sey; elxxiii., 543. 





Germany’s final refusal to discuss the 
subject of disarmament at the forth- 
coming Peace Conference, he will stop 
all pending discharges of workmen from 
Woolwich Arsenal and Dockyard till 
after the Conference has completed its 
labours. 


I beg also to ask the Prime Minister 
whether, in view of Prince von Bulow’s 
recent statement in the German Reich- 
stag on the subject of disarmament, the 
Government intend to proceed immedi- 
ately with the building of the third 
battleship of this year’s programme. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
His Majesty’s Government recognise the 
importance of the statement made by 
Prince Bulow. It is also apparent from 
the tone of that statement that the 
German Government desire, while 
maintaining their own view, to avoid 
causing difficulties cr embarrassment to 
other Powers who are interested in this 
question. His Majesty's Government 
for their part desire to deal with the 
question in the same spirit and to avoid 
any action which is likely to be embar- 
rassing to any other Power. They also 
recognise that any question of expenditure 
on armaments cannot be dealt with except 
by agreement and consent, but they are 


| not prepared at the present moment to 


make any further statement as to their 
own programme of shipbuilding and the 
expenditure connected with it. 


Lords-Lieutenant of Counties. 
Mr. WHITEHEAD (Essex, 8.E.): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether, 


| in view of the proposal in the Territorial 
| and Reserve Forces Bill to entrust military 


responsibilities to the lords-lieutenant 
and the national importance thereby 
attached to this office, the Government 
will introduce legislation securing that 
the oftice shall no longer be held for life, 
but shall, like other military appoint- 
ments, be subject to an age limit, and 
shall be made only for a term of years 
renewable at the option of the Crown. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It is impossible at this early stage tu 
answer this Question in detail. The 
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question whether a change should be! Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


made is receiving consideration. | This is a very large Question. I am 
| disposed to agree with my hon. friend 
Cost of Poor Law Administration. that the conditions of the universities are 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask the | ripe for a thorough and comprehensive 
Prime Minister whether he is aware that | inquiry, but I am not disposed to add, at 
the total cost of Poor Law Administration | the present moment, to the number of 
(including interest on loans) was approxi- | Royal Commissions already existing. 
mately £15,000,000 for the last financial | 


year, and that in spite of this fact | Colonial Conference—Debate on 
there are more vagrants without any | Preference. 


visible means of subsistence inthe United| Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Kingdom than in any other European| Prime Minister whether the verbatim 
country ; and, under these circumstances, | report of the speech recently delivered 
will His Majesty’s Government consider | by the Honourable Alfred Deakin, Prime 
the advisability of carrying out the| Minister of Australia, at the Conference 
unanimous recommendations of the De-| of Colonial Premiers, on the subject of 
partmental Vagrancy Committee, which} Colonial preference was withheld from 
reported on 21st February, 1906. | the Press with the hon. Gentleman’s 
| sanction; and whether, in view of the 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | importance of this particular message 
The amount expended for the relief of | from the Commonwealth of Australia to 
the poor in England and Wales in the | the Mother Country, he will respectfully 
year ended at Lady Day, 1906, was) beg the hon. Gentleman’s permission to 
£14,218,598, exclusive of expenditure out | have it handed in full to the Press. 
of loans. The amount of the expenditure | 
during the last financial year has not yet;; Viscount TURNOUR: At the same 
been ascertained. The Local Government | time may I ask the Prime Minister 
Board are not aware of any reliable figures | whether the verbatim reports of the 
enabling a comparison to be made between | speeches of the Imperial delegates to the 
the number of vagrants in the United | Colonial Conference on the preference 
Kingdom and in other European countries. | resolutions will be laid upon the Table of 
The matter is receiving the consideration | the House before the Conference rises. 
of the Home Office and the Local Govern- | 
ment Board which are the Departments) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
concerned, but I am advised thatlegislation | The Conference has not finally deter- 
would be necessary to give effect to the ; mined the question of the publication of 
principal recommendations of the Com-| the whole of its proceedings which was 
mittee, and I am afraid that it will not | reserved when it resolved to issue a précis 
be practicable to propose legislation on | of each day’s proceedings. With regard 
the subject this year. 'to the discussion on the preference 
_ resolutions publication has been proposed, 
State-aided Education and Universities. | hut at the last meeting of the Conference 
Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD (Fal- | it was resolved that the debate on this 
kirk Burghs}: I beg to ask the Prime! subject must first be concluded. I cannot 
Minister whether, in view of the recent | say whether it will be possible to publish 
and prospective increased expenditure | before the Conference rises. 
upon the improvement and development | 
ot State-aided education, of the import-| Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ance of connecting it more closely with | ham): Who is responsible for preparing 
the universities, and of the fact that | the précis, and is the précis, when prepared, 
more than twenty-six years have elapsed | submitted for the approval of the Con- 
since the last public inquiry into the | ference before it is issued to the Press ? 
universities and colleges of Oxford and 
Cambridge was held, he will appoint a} Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN: 
commission to examine into the desir-| I cannot answer the Question. I have no 
ability of amending the existing enact- | doubt there are competent people who 
ments with regard to the finances, | make the précis—persons selected by the 
emoluments, and government of these | Colonial Office ; and as to the submission 
universities. to the members of the Conference, I 
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skould have thought that would cause 
delay. But if the hon. Member puts the 
Question down I will obtain such Answer 
as I can. 


Viscount TURNOUR asked whether 
the Colonial Office or the Conference was 
responsible for the précis, and also who 
was responsible for the publication almost 
in full detail of the speech of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on the preference , 
resolution, and the publication of a by no 
means verbatim report of the speeches of 
the ether members 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not know that the facts areas stated 
by the noble Lord. If he puts that Ques- 


tion on the Paper I will get, as I have | 


said, such Answer as I can from the 


Conference. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: Are the figures 
given in the speech of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer official figures ? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitn, Fife, E.): 
Yes, Sir, they are. They are perfectly 
accurate in every particular, 


Caprain CRAIG asked the Prime 
Minister whether, in response to a largely 
expressed desire, a special exception 
could not be made of this particular 
speech and a full report given to the 
publie ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: Does the hon. Mem- 
ber refer to my speech ? 


Captain CRAIG: No; I was referring 
to the speech of Mr. Deakin. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


The hon. Member speaks of a general 


desire. I do not know, but I can ascer- 
tain. The whole thing is being done 


perfectly in order under the direction and 
instruction and with the full knowledge | 
of the Conference. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
Did the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
take his figures from the Blue-book as 
published ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That 
does not arise out of the original Question. | 
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(Questions. 


Reports of Colonial Conferences. 

Mr. STANGER (Kensington, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the proceedings of the last Colonial Con- 
ference were fully reported ; and, if not, 
whether, in the event of the present Con- 
ference deciding that a full report of its 
proceedings shall be published, an equally 
full report of the proceedings of the last 
Conference can be published at the same 
time. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
No, Sir, the proceedings at the last 
Colonial Conference were not fully pub- 
lished, in consequence, I understand, of 
objection being taken to that course by 
some of its members. Whether a full 
report of the proceedings of that Confer- 
ence will be issued at the present time is 


| a question for the decision of the Confer- 


ence itself. 


Land Valuation (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
when the Land Valuation (Scotland) Bill 
will be introduced. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, Sir; I cannot yet fix a day, but I 
hope very shortly. 


The Under-Secretary for War. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
has resigned; and, if not, whether the 
Government will give to the House of 
Commons an opportunity of expressing 
its opinion on the continued retention 
of othce by the Under-Secretary. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
In reply to the noble Lord I might 
almost ask what grounds he has for 
suggesting that the Under-Secretary for 
War has resigned, for such a question 
must be founded on some element of fact, 
and up to the present time I have not 


| heard of any such rumour or resignation. 


With regard to the second part of the 
noble Lord’s Question, he must see that 
with the amount of public business that 
the House has on hand at the present’ 
moment, it would be very difticult, even 
if not impossible, to provide time for the 
discussion of the action of the Under- 
Secretary for War. 
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*CapTAIN FABER: May I ask the, Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Prime Minister whether it is not a fact | That is quite possible. 
that only recently another tenant of the 
noble Lord the Under-Secretary for War Political Pensions. 


gave notice——_{ Cries of “Order, order.”]|_ tp WATT: I bee to ask the First 
; . 5 . . 
*Mr. SPEAKER: When I rise, the | Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 


| of the fact that an applicant for a 
—— gallant Member should resume | political pension is required to make a 


declaration of poverty or of inadequacy 
of means before he obtains such pension, 
he will take steps to secure that no 
person in future makes this declaration 
and yet becomes a Member of this 
House. 


CapTAIn FABER: I apologise ; I did 


not see you, Sir. 


Lorp R. CECIL: May I ask whether 
an opportunity will not occur on the 


rare or otherwise 49 the House to) siz H. CAMPBELI-BANNERMAN : 
SXPEOM 2S CPRIOR OM Sais question : | The declaration in question is to the 
a ; wow ,.| effect that the applicant’s private fortune 
I pragga ae ee ee oo ~ ror hg station . 
Pets sp | life. o not see how I can preven 
which the condape ought to be called | any person, whether a Member of this 
upon to expres an Opinion. | House or not, from making such a 
Mr, LEA (St. Pancras, E.) : Having in | eases 
view the great danger to the Liberal | ‘ 
Party from the retention in office of this | Pacific Islanders Act. 

noble landlord, will the Prime Minister) Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 


give an opportunity to hon. Members| t© ask the Prime Minister when it is 
sitting below the gangway to express | proposed to introduce the Bill to amend 
their views % | the Pacific Islanders Act. 





Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; |. Stn H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I think the hon. Member has already | No, Sir, [cannot yet say when this Bill 
expressed his views. | will be introduced. 


Irish Council Bill. Blocking Motions and Bills. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether,| I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
in view of the importance of the Central Treasury whether the Government have 
Council (Ireland) Bill, he will arrange to made any progress with the new Stand. 
allow three days for the debate on the ing Order against blocking Bills and 
First Reading. | Motions; and when it is intended to 

| introduce this Order. 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

No, Sir, I think such an allowance would! Sitr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

be quite excessive and unnecessary. I | The new Order is in course of prepara- 

can find no precedent for such a course. tion and will shortly be submitted to the 

The Local Government (County Councils) | Opposition Whips with the idea of secur- 

Act, 1888, had one day for First Read. ing unanimous assent. It will then be 

ing; ‘The Local Government (Parish ; placed upon the paper. 

Councils) Act, 1894, one day ; The Irish | , 

Local Government (County Councils)| Lorp R. CECIL: When will it be 

Act, 1898, one day ; The Education Act, | submitted 4 

1902, one day; The Education Bill, | 

19V%, one day ; and one day, I think, will; Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

be quite sufficient in the present case. | Really, I cannot say from day to day 
what the Cabinet will do. We are losing 

*CapTAIN CRAIG: Is it not the fact} no time in the matter. This is about 
that four days were given to the First | the fifth or sixth question I have been 
Reading of the last Home Rule Bill ? asked to answer. I think we might be 
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allowed to proceed with deliberation and | 


care in regard to this matter. 


Lorp R. CECIL: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he has in his 
mind the fact that this question was 
raised before the Easter holidays and 
that the excuse given immediately after 
the Easter holidays was that the Guvern.- 
ment had been away on their holidays ? 


Sir H CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This is not the only thing that has 
engaged our attention. 





ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION 
BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments, from 

Standing Committee A. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 138.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 13%.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
{Bill 177.) 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Sir Brampton GuRDON _ reported 
from the Committee of Selection; 


That they had discharged the following 
Member from Standing Committee C (in 
respect of the Patents and Designs Bill) : 
Major McMicking ; and had appointed 
in substitution (in respect of the Patents 
and Designs Bill): Mr. Timothy Davies. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SMALL HOLDINGS (No. 3) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading upon Friday 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (TERRI. 

TORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 

BILL (ALLOCATION OF TIME). 

Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That 
the Proceedings on the Motion for the 
Allocation of Time for the Territorial 
and Reserve Forces Bill, if under discus- 
sion at Eleven o'clock this night, be not 
interrupted under the Standing Order 
(Sittings of the House).”—(Sir H. Camp- 
be!l-Bannermun.) 


The 
Noes, 95. 


House divided :—Ayes, 313; 


(Division List No. 156.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Ag iew, George William 

Alden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow,Jn. Emmott (Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 


Bryce, J. Annan 
Burke, FE. Haviland- 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Syndey Charles | 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cimero 1, Robert | 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Channing. Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Wirston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 


| Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S. 
| Dewar, Jobn A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N 
Dickson-Poynder,Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 
| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 
| Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
| Dunne, MajorE. Martin (Walsall 
| Edwar is, Frank (Radnor) 
| Elibank, Master of 





Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hiliire Joseph Peter R 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon, Augustine 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L.(Lanes., Leigh) 


Brunner, RtH SirJ.T.(Cheshire) | 


Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats,SirT. Glen (Renfrew, W. ) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. PancrasW. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
Cooper, G. J. | 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 





Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


| Erskine, David C. 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


| Fenwick, Charles 
| Ferens, T. R. 


Ffrench. Peter 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F, ~ 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
tinnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Glendinning, R. G, 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdor, Sir W, Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B, 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,Cecil B. (Wore’r.) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 


Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart. Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Emsli2 John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

I!lingworth, Perey H. 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 


Jowett, F. W. 

Jovee, Michael 

Kearlev, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kettle, Thomas Michael 

King, Alfred Joun (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. ( Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. ( Donegal, W.) 


Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras,E.) | 


Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J. M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederie C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Mac Veigh, Charles (Donegal, E. ) 


{6 May 1907} 


M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

| Maddison, Frederick 

| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Marnhan, F. J. 
| 

| 


Massie, J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
| Mooney, J. J. 
| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
| Morrell, Philip 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
| Murray, James 
| Myer, Horatio 
| Napier, T. B. 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson, Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norman, Sir Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Doherty, Philip 
| O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Hare, Patrick 
| O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Peaice, Robert (Staff:. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,SirW. D.(Colchester) 
Pearson, W. H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, J. Wynford (Pembroke 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price,C. E.(Edinb’gh, Central) 
| Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
| Pullar, Sir Robert 
Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A. Rolland 
| Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Rees, J. D. 
| Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverhampt’n 
| Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
| Robertson, Rt.Hn.E. (Dundee) 
| Rohertson,SirG.Scott( Bradford 
| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
| Roche, Augustine (Cork), 
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Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

| Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 

| Russell, T. W. 

| Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

| Schwann,SirC.E. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shaw,Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Sherwell, Arthur Jame 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C, (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward (Salisbury 
Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

| Thompson,J. W.H. (Sémerset, E 
Tomkinson, Janies 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southamptoa 
Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugere (Clack nannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 
Watt, Henry A. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Hewar} 
White, George ( Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth’) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES: — 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell. | 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.Sir | 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J. (City Lond. | 
Banbury.Sir Frederick George | 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G(Winchester | 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) | 
Peach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hick; | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowle:, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burdett-Coutt:, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Ca tlereagh, Viscount 

Cavendi h,Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (A-ton Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A. (Wore 


| Heaton, John Henniker 
| Helmsley, Viscount 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber,George Denison ( York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fell, Arthur 

Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford | 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 


Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury S.Edm’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) | 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon. Col. W. | 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 


| Liddell, Henry 


Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
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Nicholson,Wm. G. (Petersfi2ld} 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker,SirGilbert (Gravesend) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, 8S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Starkey, John R. 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 


Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel! 
Warde,Col. C. E. (iXK.ent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


Clark,George Smith (Belfast,N. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,CharlesCurtis (Antrim,S.) 


Craik, Sir Henry 
Cross, Alexander 
Dalrymple, Viscount 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
TERRITORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 
BILL. 


(ALLOCATION OF TIME). 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, | 
in moving a Resolution in regard to the | 


allocation of time to the various stages 
of the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, 
said :—I wish candidly to say, what must 
be present to everyone’s mind, that this 
Resolution which I have placed upon the 
Paper is a novelty. We are not un- 
accustomed to time-table Resolutions, but 
we usually introduce them in another way. 
The usual course has been that we enter 
into the Committee stage of a Bill and 
we go on with it possibly sometimes with 
great minutene-s and great «xpenditure 
of time until at last it becomes an impera- 
tive—an absolute—necessity to intervene 
and prevent, by any further extension 
of time, any interference with the 
progress of the general business of the 
session. Then in a hurried way the 
Government of the day introduces a 
gu llotine Resolution of this kind, 
all cating a certain amount of time to 
ceriain parts of the Bill. Thatis always 


open to the objection that we flounder 


Lonsdale, John Brownl-e 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
| Magnus, Sir Philip 
Craig,CaptainJames (Down,E.) | Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | Morpeth, Viscount 


Wilson, A.Stanley ( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


|in the first portion of the proceedings 
and we scramble in the second. Neither 
one nor the other is a very business- 
like way of proceeding. The Bill we 
| have under our consideration to-day 
is a peculiar Bill. The natural course 
after the House had adopted certain 
/new Rules of Procedure which occupied 
|our attenton some time ago would 
be for this Bill to be sent to a Com- 
mittee upstairs, with the exception 
of the financial clauses, which must 
remain to be considered here. That 
| would have been the natural course, and 
| I should have thought that this was a 
| Bill that might be very properly dealt 
| with in that manner, because we are 
| all agreed with its main purpose. I 
|trust there is in no part of the House 
| any disagreement of opinion with regard 
| to that. Weare agreed as to the main 
|purpose of the Bill, and I think hon. 
Members in all parts of the House will 
‘recognise that this is not a meie hasty 
effort to hang up a fancy and perhaps 
| pretentious scheme with a view to gaining 
| a little political advantage, and that they 
will all admit it is a subject which has 
received the most sedulous and serious 
consideration by my right hon. friend the 
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hoad of the War Department and those] think we 
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can devote any more. 


who have advised and collaborated with | Undoubtedly if any proposal a3 to a 


him in the matter. 
much detail, and the detail is wholly con- 


It is also a Bill of | 


nected with the machinery for bringing | 


the Bill into operation, It is not 
machinsry which involves to any great 


extent anything in the nature of principle, | 
and therefore both Parties must be united | 
thing better, nor take any course more 


in recognising that it is a Bill for a praise- 


worthy object, and the result of praise- | 


worthy attention and preparation. On 


the ground also that the nature of most | 


of its provisions is just that which 


should be considered by a Committee, | 


I should have expected the Bill would 
have gone without much grumbling 
to a Committee upstairs. But objection 
was taken to that on the ground 
that, as, after all, we were dealing 
with a very important matter, namely, 
the safety and defence of the country, 
the Bill had a claim to public considera- 
tion perhaps greater than some other 
Bills that come before us. We wished to 
meet that objection, and accordingly it 
was announced by my right hon. friend 
that we would not take the usual course, 
and send the Bi!l upstairs, but would 
leave it to he considered by a Committee 
of the Whole House. Having made this 
concession we think it should not be made 
the means of impeding the general pro- 
gross of business by too particular and 
minute discussion upon the details of a 
pvinciple to which the House has already 
agreed, 


As that is our object, and this | 


Resolution has been framed with a view of | 


aitaining that object, I hope that after all 


there will be substantial agreement on | 


the subject. It seems to be a perfectly 
fair, equitable, reasonable, and 
tainly a straightforward course to take. 
Bu: then two things were said : 
was that no proceeding such as this should 
bs recommended to the House except as 
part of a general method of dealing with 
business of this kind, and the other 


the first | 


cer- | 


practical suggestion was that we should | 
have a Committee of Business to allocate | 


the time. I have through long years ex- 
pressed myself as being in favour of a Com- 
mittee of Business. But a Committee of 


Business is not set up ina minute. An) 
| of that clause, although it seems some- 


atteupt was made a few weeks ago to 


have a little conversation on this subject, | 3 
| provisions which are illustrations of the 
| things which ought to be done; and 


hut it passed over, and I have not repeated 
the attempt. The truth is we have spent 


a great deal of time over Proce- | 
dure this session, and I do 


not | brought annually 


Committee of Business were brought 
forward at this time of the session, a 
great deal of time would be spent. 
Therefore, we have to deal in the b-st 
way we can with the matter in the 
absence of any such provision. And [ 
really think that we could not do any- 


in accordance with common sense and 
with basiness propriety, and in the 
interests of the House, than the course 
to which we are asking the House 
to consent. I will go through the 
Resolution, and I think I shall be able to 
show that we have apportioned the time 
in a fair spirit, and on a well-thought out 
plan. In the first place, we give ample 
opportunity for discussing the really 
important points. We do not wish 
important points to be smugyled through 
and crashed out of the debate. There is 
ample time by this arrangement for hon. 
Me.nbers to look ahead, anl to reserve 
themselves for the really important 
points ; and, at the same time, we hive 
regard to the necessity of advancing 
pablic basiness as rapidly as is consistent 
with the proper discharge of our duties 
in the consideration of the Biil in 
Committee. If hon. Members will look 
at the Bill they will see that what I 
give is an accurate account of the eect 
of the Resolution. On the first day we 
propose that we shall take Clauses 1 and 2 
and the Committee stage of the Financial 


Reso:ution. Clause 1 constitutes the 
associations. That is a very important 
clause. It is a great step in tue way 


of decentralisation, and it adheres t» an] 
puts in force the principle which has beer 
generally accepted, of the separation o° 
command and training from the mere 
work of local administrative business and 
financial control, That, as I say, is an 
important clause. I do not enter upon 
the merits of the particular plan ; that 
would be out of place just now. To that 
clause we give, naturally, a considerable 
portion of the time, as we recognise its 
importance. Clause 2 provides directions 
as to the Army Council’s giving proper 
powers to the associations. I would say 


what elaborate, that it cons'sts of detailed 


the action of the associations will be 
before Parliament 
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for discussion, condemnation, criticism, or | that the time of those days shall not be 
approval, every year on the Vote, which | interrupted by private business. 


will be a separate Vote, taken for the 
Territorial Army. It merely gives 
power to the Army Council to do certain 
things. On the second day we propose 
to take the report of the Financial Resolu- 
tion, and Clauses 3 and 4. What are 
Clauses 3 and 4% Number three deals 
with finance. 


The money will be spent | 
partly by the General Officer Command- | 
ing, who takes the troops out for training, | 


with which the association has nothing to | 
do, and the money spent is controlled | 


and audited according to the Army Vote 


under the military system which we have | 
The rest of the money is | 


at present. 
handed over to the decentralised body— 


the associations, and they also will be | 


subject to a regular system of control and 
audit, which has been devised with a view 


to making them as perfect as possible, and | 


I believe that end 
fully attained. On the third day we pro- 
pose to take Clauses 5, 6, and 7—those 


has been success- | 


affecting the raising and maintaining of | 


the force. 
forces are composed have been so fully 
discussed on the First Reading and 


The principles on which those | 


Second Reading—about four days being | 


occupied by the debate—that really I 


doubt if there is much more to be said. | 


We approach this subject with a full 
knowledge of the arguments which have 
been used on previous occasions on both 
sides of the House. 
we take the clauses from 8 to 12, which 


On the fourth day | 


affect enlistment in the service and dis- | 


charge ; these also have been very fully 
discussed. 


I do not think this is asking | 


too much. On the fifth day we will take | 


Clauses 13 to 27, the first of which is to 
make provisions as to the annual training 
and embodiment, the arrangements for 
which are substantially identical with, or 
at any rate do not go beyond, the rules to 
which the Volunteers subject themselves 
at present. Volunteer corps, as we all 
know, adopt rules which are signed by 
the Volunteers when they join, and this 
Bill expresses those Rules with some 
necessary modifications, That does not 
seem to be much for the fifth day. On 
the sixth day we take the clauses from 
28 to the end of the Bill. These relate 
to the special Reservists. We allow two 
days for the Report stage, and one day 
for the Third Reading. And we have a 
provision in the Resolution which secures 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
| London) : We have put down an Amend- 
ment as to that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| That shows our catholic spirit. That is 
the disposition with which we approach 
this subject. I really think, when we 
consider it, that the ordinary and natural 
course for a Bill of this kind would 
be to send it to a Committee upstairs, 
and then that it should come down 
to the House; but we have agreed to 
keep it in the House in order that hon. 
Members may be satisfied that they will 
have ample opportunity for discussion. 
We only guard ourselves against a waste 
of the time of the House on smaller 
matters, which would have been better 
expended on important points, and 
against any operation which might be 
desired—as in the course of my 
experience of the House of Commons has 
sometimes occurred—not so much in the 
interests of the Bill as in respect of the 
interests of some other measure, which 
for the moment might not be immediately 
under the consideration of the House. I 
think the objects of the Resolution are 
legitimate objects, and that these pro- 
visions will really prevent what I have 
described as the method of floundering 
for half the time and scrambling for the 
other half, while enabling hon. Members 
who are interested in the subject to 
secure, if they like, a good opportunity 
of discussing the really important points. 
In that sense I think it is a business-like 
proposal, and I submit it with confidence 
to the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Committee stage and Keport 
stage of the Territorial and Reserve 
Forces Bill, including the Financial 
Resolution relating thereto, shall be 
proceeded with in the following manner : 
(a) That Clauses 1 and 2 and the Com- 
mittee stage of the Financial Resolution 
be proceeded with, and proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on the 
first allotted day ; (b) That the Report 


| stage of the Financia! Resolution and 


Clauses 3 and 4 be proceeded with, and 
the proceedings thereon brought to a 
conclusion on the second allotted day ; 
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(c) That Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded 
with, and the proceedings thereon 
brought to a conelusion on the third 
allotted day; (d) That Clauses 8 to 12 
be proceeded with, and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on the 
fourth allotted day; (e) That Clauses 13 
to 27 be proceeded with, and the pro- 
ceedings thereon brought to a conclusion 
on the fifth allotted day ; (f) That the 
remaining Clauses of the Bill and the 
Schedules, and any new Government 
clauses and any new Government 
Schedules, and any other matter neces- 
sary to bring the Committee stage to a 
conclusion, be proceeded with and brought 
to a conclusion on the sixth allotted day, 
and that the Chairman report the Bill to 
the House without Question put; (g 
That two allotted days be given to the 
Xeport stage of the Bill, and that new 
clauses and Clauses 1 to 15 of the Bill 
be proceeded with on the first of those 
allotted days, and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on 
that day, and that the remaining clauses 
of the Bill and the Schedules, and 
any other matter necessary to bring 
the Report stage to a conclusion, be 
proceeded with on the second of those 
allotted days and the proceedings thereon 
brought to a conclusion on that day. 


“ After this Order comes into operation, 
any day (other than a Friday) shall be 
con-idered an allotted day for the pur- 
poses of this Order on which the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill is put 
down as the first Order of the Day, or on 
which any stage of the Financial Resolu- 
tion relating thereto is put down as the 
first Order of the Day, followed by the 
Bill. 


* At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day 
on which proceedings on any business 
alloted to that day are to be brought to 
a conclusion, the Chairman or Speaker 
shall, if those proceedings have not 
already been brought to a conclusion, put 
forthwith the Question or Questions on 
any Amendment or Motion already pro- 
posed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith the 
Question on any Amendments moved by 
the Government of which notice has been 
given, but no other Amendments, and on 
any Question necessary to dispose of the 
business to be concluded, and in the case 
of Government Amendments or of 
Government new clauses or Schedules 
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he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the clause 
or Schedule be added to the Bill, as the 
case may be. 

“ At 11 p.m. on the day on which the 
Third Reading of the Bill is put down 
as first Order of the Day, or if that 
day is a Friday at 5 p.m, the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question neces- 
sary to complete the proceedings on 
that stage of the Bill. 


“Proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not, on any allotted day 
on which proceedings or any business 
are to be brought to a conclusion under 
this Order, be interrupted under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to the sittings of the House. 

“ After the passing of this Order, on 
any day on which any proceedings on 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill 
(including the Financial Resolution relat- 
ing thereto) stand as first Order of the 
Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor 
Motion for Adjournment under Standing 
Order 10, nor Motion to postpone a 
clause, shall be received unless moved 
by a Minister of the Crown, and the 
Question on any such Motion shall be 
put forthwith without debate.”—(Sir H. 
Campbell- Bannerman.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has performed what I have 
no doubt was to him a distasteful task, 
with great moderation and amiability ; 
but I do not think that anybody who 
heard the speech in which he defended 
the proposals, and which you, Sir, have 
just read from the chair, would be likely 
to be seriously moved by the arguments 
he has advanced. The right hon. 
Gentleman admits that he has invented 
on this occasion a new kind of Parlia- 
mentary guillotine. I do not know 
whether the inventive powers of the 
Government in other departments of 
legislative activity show to great advan- 
tage during the two years they have 
been in office, but certainly no one will 
deny that they have shown ingenuity in 
dealing with the liberties of this House, 
and they have been fertile in expedients 
for limiting those opportunities of debate 
by which they set such marvellous store 
when they were sitting on this side of 
the House. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to read a short 


, quotation from a speech which he made, 
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not upon the occasion of any closure or 
guillotine Resolution moved by his prede- 


cessors in office, but upon the occasion | nation theory works. 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 
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Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Let the House 


notice how the  grand-inquest of-the- 
The right hon. 


when the whole of the Rules were under! Gentleman has now allocated nine days 


consideration, and when the late Govern- | 


ment brought forward a scheme which 
was in part accepted by the House, and 
under which we are now working, for 
the improvement of our procedure. The 
speech to which I refer was one moderate 


in tone, and in which I am sure the right | 
hon. Gentleman was not moved by any | 
of those Party considerations which at | 


at the time he vehemently, and, I think, 
quite sincerely excluded. The right hon. 

5 s 
Gentleman spoke thus. I ought to re- 
mind the House that he was describing the 
importance of this Assembly as being the 
great “inquest of the nation”; and he 
went on to say— 

‘For my part I will go so far as to say that 
efficiency in the conduct of business,” 
—that is to say, efficiency in carrying 
through legislative projects— 
“is mainly secondary to the maintenance of 
those rights of which [ speak, and it would be 
better that the House should be less eflicient 
in its transaction of business,” 
—that is legislative business— 
‘Cand retain the full faculty to exercise the | 
functions to which I refer,” 
—namely, the grand inquest of the 
nation-— 
“rather than that it should be diminished and 
‘the House should become the most perfect 
legislative machine in the world.” 
Those were the principles which weighed 
with the right hon. Gentleman at that 
time. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Hear, hear. [MINISTERIAL cheers. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I gather from 
the cheers with which the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters greet the 
quotation that he holds them now. But 
] fear I shall get nothing from the right 
hon. Gentleman but his cheers. While 
I cannot a'low that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his friends have made the House 
a perfect legislative machine, they have 
devoted infinite time and trouble to 
making it a more rapidly working 
machine—not a better, but a quicker 
machine. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
Therefore giving it more time, to the | 
advantage of the nation. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| which 


conscionably brief space of time. 


in all for the remaining stages of this 
Bill. On not one of those nine days, 
representing between two and_ three 
weeks of Parliamentary time, will it be 
possible to move, even in the most urgent 


circumstances, the adjournment of the 


House in order to discuss any matter 
of public interest. I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman seriously maintains 
that his object has been to give the critics 
of the Government freer scope than they 
had before he took this business in hand. 
I do not think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his friends are more afraid of 
criticism than their predecessors, but I 
think they will be the first to admit 
that the actual practical result of 
what he has done will be to diminish 
the power of the House to deal as critics 
with the action of the Government. As 
to whether he has made this House a 
more perfect legislative machine I will 
not inquire, but I entertain grave doubts 
on that subject. What is the plan 
of the right hon. Gentleman! He has 
referred in his speech to a scheme which 
has often been adumbrated, under which 
some machinery should be devised of an 
impartial character in order to allocate 
the time to be devoted to Government 
measures. The right hon. Gentleman 
has stated that he has always been in 
favour of a scheme of that sort, and in 
making that statement he finds sym- 
pathetic auditors on the Opposition side 
of the House. But may I point out this to 
the right hon. Gentleman and to hon. Mem- 
bers who do me the honour to listen to me: 
that nothing in the world can be more diffi- 
cult than the elaboration of an impartial 
tribunal to allocate the time of the 
House is shown by this scheme 
under which the Government make them- 
selves judges in their own cause. An 
impartial tribunal would have to consider 
not the amount of time that remains 
between now and the time at which the 
Government propose to terminate the 
session, but the inherent and intrinsic 
importance of the questions brought 
before them; otherwise a Government 
chose to bring in an _ uncon- 
scionable number of measures of the 
first class would be able to squeeze the 
discussion of them into an equally un- 
Any 
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tribunal dealing with the time to be | 
allotted to particular Bills ought to con- 
sider the normal amount of work thrown | 
upon Parliament, and the amount of time | 
which can fairly and properly be devoted | 
to the discussion of any _ particular 
measure. The right hon. Gentleman 
appears to be under the impression that, 
although the Government have consti- | 
tuted themselves judges in their own 
cause, hon. Gentlemen on the Opposition 
side of the Hou-e ought to say, “We 
thank the Government for the liberality 
of their treatment: they might have sent 
the Bill upstairs, but they have kept it 
down here, and allowed time for discus- | 
sion.” But we really cannot accept that | 
view. It is quite true, as the Prime | 
Minister says, that there were protests—_ 
not, [ think, entirely from this side of the | 
House—against sending the Bill upstairs, 
but what was the alternative present in 
the minds of those who made the protest ? 
The alternative was keeping it down 
here. I cannot accept the contention of 
the Government that the retention of the 
Bill in the House for Committee, coupled 
with the conditions of this closure Resolu- 
tion, is liberal treatment of the Opposition. 
Personally I would have preferred free 
discussion in a Committee upstairs and 
free discussion on Report in the House to 
limited discussion in the House at both 
stages. Just consider for a moment what | 
the allocation of time is. The right hon. 
Gentleman has gone through the clauses 
of the Bill, and he has come to the conelu- 
sion that there is ample time under this 
Resolution in each Department for dealing | 
with all the clauses, and he bases that 
contention partly on the fact that we 
have had a very long discussion already 
upon the proposals of the Minister for 
War. The Minister for War made some 
very interesting speeches last year, and 
produced some interesting plans, which 
received a certain amount of discussion. 
Last year’s debates, on which the Prime 
Minister partly founds his contention as 
to the adequacy of the time now given, | 
are irrelevant to this debate. The. 
Government are either greatly under-rat- | 
ing the importance of their own proposals | 
or greatly under-rating the time the | 
House would have occupied in debating 
them if left free. I observe that he has | 
devoted five days out of six to the ques- | 
tion of the Territorial Army, and the | 
allied question of the county committees. | 
One day only will be available for the | 





{6 May 1907} 


| at night will be amply sufficient. 


Reserve Forces Bill. 1378 


discussion of what I personally regard as by 
far the most important part of the 
Bili—that part which creates the Special 
Reserve and by implication destroys the 
Militia. Surely that is wholly absurd. 
To discuss the creation of the Special 
Reserve and the destruction of the 
Militia, the Prime Minister appears to 
think that one whole day between the 
hour of four in the afternoon and eleven 
I must 
say that [ cannot agree with him, and if 
he will reflect on the matter he will see 
how difficult his position is to defend. 
The Militia is a historic force deeply 
rooted in the traditions of the country, 
and they have played a most important 
part in the past in our general readiness 
for war. Although I admit that the 
strength, organisation, and training of 
the Militia leaves much to be desired, 
everybody will be ready to admit that in 
a serious conflict the Militia can be used, 
and ought to be used, to relieve the 
more highly trained troops in the service 
of the Crown. The House does not yet 
know what it will cost to convert the 
guns for the Volunteer artillery, to 
create the ranges, and they have no 
information upon the more important 
question of the Regular _ ariillery. 
The right hon. Gentleman and I have had 
conferences across the Table on the 
subject, and I have never yet got to the 
bottom of his mind upon it. I have 
always understood that he meant to 
destroy 3,800, or some number of that 
kind, of the Artillery. Personally I 
regard that as absolutely disastrous ; but 
while it would be out of order to argue 
that point, it is strictly relevant to this 
question to say that although we know 
what the policy of the Government is in 
regard tothe Kegular Artillery, we really 
cannot form a judgment as to their policy 
in regard to the Volunteer Artillery. 
The two things are intimately bound 
together. We do not know what the 
policy is, and until we know how can we 
diseuss it? All that information has 
to be elicited from the Government under 
these privileged conditions which enable 
the Government to answer or not to 
answer just as they like, for they know 
that when the automatic hour strikes 
the debate comes to a conclusion, and 
questions asked and unanswered remain 
asked and unanswered, no answer or 
cross-examination is possible ; the Chair- 
man has automatically to put the 
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question at the appointed hour, and the 
House may finish its debate as ignorant 
at the end as it was at the beginning 
on matters which are really material 
to the decision of the problem the 
Government have laid before us. 
The Prime Minister told us just now that 
under the former system of guillotine the 
House floundered in the earlier and 
scrambled during the later part of the 
discussion. At all events, there is to be 
said for the former procedure that the 
liberties of the House were no: 
curtailed until experience had shown 
to the Government of the day 
that such curtailment was necessary. 
Here you mean to shut up and to confine 
a possible malefactor, not because he has 
done anything wrong, but because he 
may do something wrong. Of course, 
that may be consistent with the views 
of th: Government on Parliamentary 
procedure, but it is not in accordance 
with the laws of o-dinary criminal juris- 
prudence. I want to know whether this 
process of floundering and scrambling 
is gong to be avoided, or is likely to 
be avoided, by the plan proposed by the 
Government. ‘lhe advantage of some 
impartial tribunal, who shall allot the 
time, if it can be carried out, is that 
there should be some kind of consent 
and co-operation between the two sides 
of the House, and that the critics in the 
House, naturally not all drawn from the 
Opposition side, would feel that they 
were not being trampled upon, and that 
they should co-operate with the Govern- 
ment in seeing that the most important 
questions had most time allotted to them. 
How are you going to attain that under 
this M: tion? Do the Government really 
think that those who desire to criticise 
the Bll regard this as fair treatment 1 
Do they think they can claim this system 
of co operation, which under a different 
system, and in happier circumstances, 
they might be able to command, and if 
they cannot command that hearty and 
zealous co-operation, what is to prevent 
the floundering and scrambling under 
this Motion reaching the same pitch as 
it has reached under other systems, and 
in connection with other measures? | 
regret the course the Government have 
taken, and I wonder whether they do 
not feel themselves that, of all Govern- 


ments, they are the administrators who | 


ought to be most sensitive that there 


should be full House of Commons criticism | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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of the Bill, because they have announced 
their intention that there shall not be full 
control in the second chamber of measures 
which leave us and go elsewhere. I 
might be out of order if I were to discuss 
either the merits or the demerits, the 
utility or the inutility, of a Second 
Chamber. But everybody who sees a 
Resolution of this sort on the Paper 
must be conscious that the result 
of it may be, and very likely will be, 
that a great measure affecting the value 
of our Army in war, and closely con- 
nected with the fortunes of the Volun- 
teer and Auxiliary Forces, may leave 
this House imperfectly discussed in Com- 
mittee and on Report, and that when it 
goes to another place the House of 
Lords will not have before them the 
mind of this House, and the result of our 
criticisms and discussions, for we shall 
not have criticised and discussed it. I 
confess if I were engaged in the crusade 
in which the right hon. Gentleman has, 
rightly or wrongly, embarked in connec- 
tion with the ancient Constitution of this 
country, I should be very careful, when 
trying to establish a system of one 
Chamber Legislature, at all events to 
see that the liberties of that one Chamber 
were sedulously safe-guarded. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not taken that 
course, and I shall certainly resist the 
Motion which has been proposed. 


Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Leader of 
the Opposition had touched upon a 
most important subject in regard to 
guillotine Resolutions. Such Resolu- 
tions would undoubtedly help and 
support the House of Lords in con- 
nection with the consideratiun of Bills. 
The difficulty was not, he thought, 
that the Resolution struck the organised 
and regular Opposition in regard to the 
curtailment of debate. The difficulty in 
connection with guillotining a Bill, and 
especially one of this character, was that 
the guillotine, rightly or wrongly, in 
practice prevented Amendments being 
moved. ‘There was not the same liberty 
to move Amendments, and unless an 
hon. Member could persuade the Minister 
in charge of the Bill to accept an Amend- 
ment there was no discussion of it if it 
was not reached within the time allowed 
by the guillotine Resolution. He had 
personally to thank the Minister in 
charge of this Bill for meeting him 
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and others in regard to points to which 
attention was directed on the Second 
Reading. The difficulty to his mind in 
regard to the guillotine was that it 
stopped Amendments, and that was _par- 
ticularly dangerous in the case of a Bill of 
this description. Notice of Amendments, 
some of which he could support, had been 
given from more than one quarter of the 
House, and the House should have an 
opportunity of considering them. But 
the answer was tat the course now 
proposed was inevitable. What else 
could they do? It was inevitable if) 
the House were to sit for only a very 
limited portion of the year, and if the 
Government had a large programme, 
having regard to the fixed claims on their 
time for the discussion of Supply. It 
was impossible to deal with large 
measures in these circumstances except 
by the use of the guillotine. The d's- 
cussions of Supply and on the Budget 
were making enormous drafts on the 
time of the House, and the only way 
they could make progress with other 
questions was by sitting through the 
autumn or by using the guillotine. 
Unless they were prepared to sit through 
the autumn, it was undoubted that they 
must continue to use the guillotine on 
every great Government measure. There 
was a tendency to extend its use, and the 
remedy was for the House to sit through 
alarger portion of the year. The financial 
considerations in connection with this 
Bill were material considerations. The 
right hon. Gentleman had truly said that 
the Government had not yet given the 
House a fair estimate in regard to the cost 
of their proposals. But the Secretary of | 
State for War had promised to give a re- | 
vised estimate before the House went into | 
Committee on the Bill, and in reply to | 
many questions from different quarters of | 
the House the right hon. Gentleman | 
had made statements which had | 
greatly extended their knowledge and | 
confirmed the view some hon. Mem- 
bers had taken on the Second Reading, 
that the scheme could not be put in force | 
for the amount originally suggested. | 
There would be under the proposal now 
made to the House an opportunity of 
debating more adequately some of the 
constitutional questions which lay at the 
basis of the finance, and of dealing with 
the criticism which had come from both 
sides of the House that the effect of the 
Bill was to strengthen the financial hold | 
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the Army Council had over the funds 
voted by the House for the Militia and 
the Yeomanry, and to weaken the con- 
trol of the House, which had always been 
thought essential, by taking the finance 
out of the purview of the Comptrollor and 
Auditor-General and of the Public 
Accounts Committee. The alarm felt on 
this subject had been to some extent 
dispelled by the answers of his right hon. 
friend, but at the same time it was satis- 
factory that on the Report stage of the 
financial Resolution there would be an 
opportunity of discussing that question. 
The objection he had to take personally 
to this Resolution was not based on the 
financial aspect of the question or on 
deficiency of information. Some hon. 
Members made the’ same objection, from 
the point of view of finance, in the 
discussion in 1902 in connection with the 
gui'lotine proposals on the Education Bill. 
Those who had difficulties on many points 
of the Bill would be barred out from all 
opportunity of effectually amending the 
Bill in Committee of the Whole House, 
for no Amendment of any importance 
could be carried except those proposed by 
Ministers themselves. This was a Bill 
which would pass in another place; in 
fact, some of them believed that it had 
been drawn to be passed in another place. 
But if Amendments were to be made 
after this Resolution was passed, they 
would be Amendments passed not by the 
House of Commons but by the House of 
Lords. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent 
Ashford) said that the Prime Minister, in 
introducing this Resolution, had informed 
them that it was a novel procedure ; but 
the right hon. Gentleman had forgotten 
that the first attempt to apply it was in 
the case of the Plural Voting Bill last 
session, whcn, however, the Resolution 
was passed after the House had entered 
on the consideration of the Report stage. 
This Army Bill made a very large demand 
on the House in one peculiar way. Those 
who remembered the debate on the 
Second Reading would recollect that in 
the speech of the Secretary of State for 
War many changes were foreshadowed in 
connection with the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s original scheme. But at present 
not a single Amendment appeared on the 
Paper relating to these changes, and the 
House did not know whether the changes 
were to be made by the Bill or not. They 
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were to be allowed at any rate a very 
narrow margin of time to discuss Amend- 
ments, except those which might be put 
down by Ministers themselves. It had 
been said that the Bill would not be 
passed without full discussion of the main 
merits of its financial and constitutional 
proposals. But there were interesting 
details in other and minor clauses of the Bill 
which should be considered by the House ; 
and there was nothing in the Resolution 
which provided that those clauses should 
be discussed at all. On the allotted 
days all Amendments except Govern- 
ment Amendments would be swept 
away into the waste-paper basket. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean was perfectly 
right in saying that there were some 
points in certain classes of Bills upon 
which, if thoroughly discussed by the 
House, a different view might be taken 
from that of the Minister in charge of 
the Bill, not as a matter of censure on 
the Minister or Government, but from 
consideration of the various questions 
discussed. He thought that this proposal 
was one of the most dangerous innovations 
that had ever been introduced in regard to 
the procedure of the House. In the case of 
a Bill of importance the main principles 
were generally fully discussed on Clause 
1 or Clause 2, and it was only after that 
that the guillotine was brought in. No 
doubt the Government were obliged some- 
times to undertake the duty of curtailing 
debate, but if a Bill was non-controversial 
and did not raise great Party issues it 
seemed to him that it was a most 
dangerous precedent to introduce the 
principle of this Resolution, and the 
Opposition were entitled to enter a 
strong protest against it—all the more 
strongly when they remembered what 
had taken place during the past few 
weeks. During the debate on the new 
tules of Procedure it was stated that no 
first-class Bills were to be sent to Grand 
Committees—that they would be re- 
tained for Committee of the Whole 
House, and that in the case of important 
measures sent to Grand Committees 
full power would be retained over them by 
the House. But under this Resolution the 
Government did not intend to give the 
House the same opportunity of considera- 
tion as would be given in the case of Bills 
sent upstairs. The Government gave 
evidence of that by the concession they 
made in regard to the discussion on Report 


Mr, Laur-nce Hurdy. 
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stage of Bills which came downstairs 
from Grand Committees. He agreed 
with the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean that this Resolu- 
tion would give a great deal more power 
to the House of Lords than they would 
otherwise have ; and those who desired 
that the House of Commons should 
remain in possession of its full liberties 
could not accept the Resolution as 
it stood. He himself had put forward 
a scheme for the appointment of a 
Standing Business Committee of the 
House which should arrange the business 
of the House and draw up a time-table, 
but it was not accepted, although he 
thought it better than the proposals of 
the Government. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
thought that the case put forward 
by the Opposition against the Govern- 
ment guillotine proposals had been 
greatly strengthened by two speeches 
from the Ministerial side of the House. 
He presumed that the Army Bill was a 
measure of considerable importance, and 
no one could say that nine days were 
sufficient to enable it to be discussed and 
dealt with with deliberation and care. 
The Secretary for War had said that time 
must be given to the War Office in 
regard to the pattern of the new cavalry 
sword, but they had already taken a 
year to deal with that subject, and if 
they were to take eighteen months 
surely they could give the House greater 
| time for the consideration of the entire 
reorganisation of the Army. He did 
‘not for a moment dispute that it was 
| sometimes absolutely necessary to apply 
| the closure automatically, especially in the 
case of a measure, such as the Educa- 
| tion Act of last year, which excited keen 
religious controversy. The time came in 
|regard to that Bill when the Govern- 
/ment saw they must apply the closure, 
| but he would ask the House to say 
'whether in regard to this particular 
| measure there had been any sign on the 
| part of those who opposed any detail 
|—very few opposed it in principle— 
of a desire to offer captious opposition 
| to the Bill. It was a measure of great 
| length, and if the eight and a half pages 
of Amendments were looked at, he detied 
the Secretary of State for War to say that 
any of them were captious or obstructive. 
They might be Amendments with which 
the right hon. Gentleman did not agree, 
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but tiey were put forward by hon. 
Members to express their feelings, and it 
seemed harJ that they should be debarred 
from bringing them forward. 
proposal which had for its object that the 
Militia when they joined the Army should 
retain their tervitorial name. ‘That might 
be an impossible proposal or one which the 
Government could not adopt, but he did 
not think it could be suggested that it 
did not deserve some sort of discussion 
and consideration. He did not, however, 
see how, under the proposed arrange- 
me its, it could ever be discussed any 
more than the new clauses of private 
Members. He thought some sort of 
change should be made in the way in 
which these guillotine Resolutions were 
brought in, and his hon. friend for Rye 
had a suggestion on the Paper that Mr. 
Speaker should appoint a Committee to 
allocate the time for the discussion of 
different proposals. It seemed to him 
that was an excellent suggestion, although 
it was somewhat hard that Mr. Speaker 
should have another difficult task placed 
upon him. Under the present system it 
was the people who were interested in 
cutting short discussion on the Bill—the 
Government— who allocated the time, and 
it was possible, having regard to human 
nature, that if they saw an Amendment 
down which might embarrass them and 
cause some of their supporters to vote 
against them, they should so arrange 
their guillotine Resolution as to prevent 
the discussion of that Amendment. He 
thought they ought to guard against 
that, and if they could arrange for 
an impartial tribunal to deal with 
the question of these guillotine Reso- 
lutions a great deal of the objection to 
them would be taken away. Under 
existing circumstances he should oppose 
the Resolution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said that 
there were really two questions before 
the House, both of which were great im- 
portance. The first question was the 
propriety of this innovation and of the 
(sovernment bringing in a Resolution of 
this character before the Committee 
stage had began. With that phase of the 
Kesoiution the Prime Minister had in 
the main dealt with, but he had 
not touched upon the o:her question 
which Le wished to bring before the 
House. In the main the Prime Minister 
had excused himself for the policy he was 
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pursuing and said he would prefer other 
courses to this violent proceeding, but 
those who had heard the speech of the 
Prime Minister and the reply of the 
Leader of the Opposition would agree 
that they might leave the matter where 
it was as the argument was complete, 
and until somebody reinforced the Prime 
Minister's somewhat meagre statement 
he was content to leave it there. 
But there was another question, namely, 
that of applying this novel principle 
to this particular Bill and the manner in 
which it was to be applied. He thought 
they were entitled at some early stage 
of the debate to hear a speech from the 
Secretary of State for War, because he 
imagined that the right hon. Gentleman 
was the responsible person for thinking 
that nine days was sufficient time in 
which to discuss the Bi'l and for having 
allocated the days to the various clauses. 
This was a_ Bill to which a_ pro- 
ceeding of that kind ought never have 
been applied. To have done so seemed 
to him to be somewhat of a wanton act 
on the part of the Government and 
one in which he was surprised to think 
the right hon. Gentleman acquiesced, 
because he had certainly understood from 
him in the course of the previous debate 
that he was in favour of discussing 
the Bill downstairs in this House and 
not upstairs in a Committee room. He 
also understood from the right hon. 
Gentleman that it was not unreasonable 
to hope that an amicable arrangement 
might have been arrived at. It had not 
come to his ears that any amicable 
arrangement had been suggested, although 
no doubt it would have done had such 
a suggestion been made. Personally, 
he would have been glad if such an 
arrangement could have been arrived at. 
Nine days were too few for the dis- 
cussion in view of the magnitude of the 
proposals before them and their very 
far-reaching effect upon the military 
organisation of the country, and the 
allocation of the time was, in the opinion 
of the Opposiiion, inappropriate to the 
relative importance of the matters to 
be dealt with. Under such a Resolu- 
tion it was impossible either for the Op- 
position or for the supporters of the 
Government who were interested in 
particular forces to bring certain definite 
matters of importance before the House. 
Therefore, the point was taken that it 
was not merely that the total number of 
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days was too few, but that the time] discussed during those days. The 
y | 8 . 


allotted to particular subjects made it im- 
possible to peg an argument to one 
particular point when the Government 
were unwilling that such a point should 
be raised. Those who had _ super- 
intended the passage of Bills through 
the House knew that the Government 
often gained in time and added to the 
beneficence of their measures if they dis- 


posed of certain issues before they pro- | 
ceeded to the consideration of other | 


portions of the Bill ; but when the House 


came to work under this iron rule it) 
would bedetrimental to their proceedings. | 


They would not be able to bring discus 


sions to a head, and matters of far-reaching | 


importance would be passed without due 
discussion and without the possibility of 
being afterwards reviewed. They had 
no complaint to make of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s treatment of the Bill 
in its earlier stages. He had told them 
over and over again that he was open to 
argument on certain points. The right 
hon. Gentleman went, he thought, so far 
as to say that he would entertain the idea 
of the larger portion of the men in the 
Militia enlisting in the special Reserve. 
That was opening a door which might 
lead to very large consequences. It 
would be a modification of the Bill which 
might reconcile him to its provisions far 
more than was at present the case. 
Was it to be said that before they knew 
the full power and value of that under- 
taking and the exact meaning of the 
right hon. Gentleman the portion of the 
Bill dealing with the subject was to be 
passed? Many other similar indications 
had been given by the Secretary of State 
in regard to which he (Mr. Wyndham) 
did not see how the right hon. Gentle- | 
man could do justice to the hopes 
he had raised if the House were! 
to be bound by this iron discipline. 
As to the allocation of the time he also 
wished to pass some criticism. This Bill | 
was somewhat of a draftsman’s Bill, 
and was not a good Bill for displaying 
the relevancy of the subject matter. 
He ventured to think also the allocation 
of time was a draftsman’s aliocation 
and did not satisfy any critic of the | 
Bill or any supporter of the Bill who 
wished to bring out a certain point. He 
thought he could make that clear. A | 
day was given to Clauses 1 and 2 and | 
ancther day to Clauses 3 and 4, and | 
the finance of the Bill was to be! 


Mr. Wyndham. 


| financial aspects of these clauses and of 
| the whole Bill were very important, 
| and he was not sure that they could 
| discuss them on the financial Resolution. 
| It was always a matter of doubt, because 
| that question was decided by the Chair 
| with more or less elasticity. He did not 
understand that any body of opinion in 
the House was opposed to the right hon. 
Gentleman endeavouring to establish a 
Territorial Force which should be more 
| efficient than the existing Volunteers, 
and the only two really important points 
embraced in Clauses 1 to 4 were questions 
of finance and of the value the nation 
got for its money. He marked in 
Clause 2, moreover, a tendency to go 
back to the danger of the old principle 
of the muster under which the officer 
got so much for the men he mustered. 
These associations were going to be given 
a certain amount of money for different 
purposes. When they were dealing with 
the allocation of money for the purposes 
of the payment of troops the only points 
which were had regard to were the num- 
ber of men and efficiency. Those two 
important points were embraced in 
Clauses 1 and 4, Another subject. of 
importance touched upon by the Prime 
Minister was the system whereby the 
right hon. Gentleman was going to 
divide the commands from the adminis- 
tration. It might be a good plan to 
divide these commands, but he doubted 
whether it was wise to have the 
two covering the same district. But 
important as those points were there 
was nothing in them that was irretriev- 
able. If the right hon. Gentleman found 
that there were executive and adminis- 
trative generals covering the same ground 
and that there was an excess of staff he 
could alter it. The right hon. Gentleman 
had given them a hint that he might 
find some stronger and fresh method of 
finance and some different system of 
administration. He made no complaint 
about the giving of two days to discuss 
Clauses 1 and 4, but he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman nad favoured these 
clauses to the prejudice of clauses which 
raised points of equal, and even of 
greater importance, dealing with sound 


| finance and complexity of administration. 


And, inasmuch as these questions involved 
the taking of steps which were irretriev- 
able, their opinion was that the greater 
part of the time at the disposal of the 
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House should be given to these subjects, 
and that the House should be free to 
keep the discussion alive round these 
points of novel departure until it under- 
stood what the Government meant and 
was seen to be generally favourable to 
those intentions. The Secretary of State 
would be the first to deplore rushing the 
Bill through under these circumstances, 
because he would reeegnise that it had 
not the support of the nation and the 
country behind it, and, therefore, would 
undoubtedly fail. The present allocation 
of time rushed some of the clauses of 
great importance through in company 
with a number of others. During the 
early part of the Bill the only proposal 
bearing on this great issue was the 
sub-section of Clause 6, which gave power 
in regard to the turning of portions 
of the Territorial Force into bodies 
or corps and to amalgamate portions 
of that force with the other forces of the 
Army. That was a clause of such 
latitude that it would take three hours 
of close, reasoned debate to elicit from 
the Minister exactly what it was that 
the Government were asking leave to 
do. If the House was not under these 
rules the probable course would be to 
move, not as a dilatory Motion to waste 
time, to postpone that sub-section and 
put it back in the Bill among other 
clauses to which it was germane. 
There was this clause giving these powers 
and Clause 33 giving similar powers, and 
between them a whole lot of clauses deal- 
ing entirely with different matters. The 
proper way of procedure was to group 
the clauses and have a free debate during 
the remaining days, even if there was not 
to be a free debate of Clauses 1 and 4. 
He would sooner see Clauses 1 to 4 
guillotined, and then as many days 
allocated as the Government could give 
to the rest of the Bill, so as to 
arrive at matters of first-class importance. 
The questions of first-rate importance 
were three: (1) that the training for war 
should be prior to the crisis of war ; (2) in 
making provision for training these men 
they should not discard some of the men 
who were now trained more adequately 
than was proposed ; and (3) if such pro- 
vision was made, then the pay and the 
emoluments should be sufficient to get the 
right class of men for sufficient early 
training at a sutticiently early period. 
Those three points had never been put 
fully before the House, and they had 
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never been understood nor assented to by 
the House. 


Reserve Forces Bill. 


Mr. HALDANE said the right hon. 
Gentleman, in the course of his speech, 
madean appeal to him, to which he ventured 
to vive the strongest response. He agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman about 
taking into consideration the great body 
of opinion outside as well as inside the 
House, but he was combatted by the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own arguments, for not 
even the right hon. Gentleman during the 
course of his speech could prevail on the 

| House to show that there was the least 
agitation prevailing about any infraction 
of the constitutional liberties of the 
House. Searcely a dozen Members were 
present a short time ago, and everywhere 
there was an acquiescence in that attitude 
on the part of the House that the 
Government in acting thus was doing a 
sensible thing. The right hon. Gentleman 
had given a number of instances of various 
matters which, however, grouped them- 
selves under two heads. First, he had 
indicated that the whole procedure was 
an innovation, which was admitted, and 
the second was that the time allotted 
was too short for the Bill. What were 
the circumstances? The Bill had not 
only been debated at some length on the 
introduction and the Second Reading, 
but there had been a great deal of dis- 
cussion as to the Army on the Estimates. 
They were now discussing the reorganisa- 
tion of the Territorial Forces and the 
provision for wastage of war by means 
of the new third battalions. The latter part 
of the Bill merely conferred certain powers 
of administration which might be used or 
not. But when a Bill came up for con- 
sideration in Committee it came before 
the House as a broad scheme of adminis- 
tration whose principles had received the 
general assent of the House. All the Bill 
did was to leave the Government the 
requisite power to carry out a_ plan 


of organisation which had already 
been debated by the House. He was 


sorry he had not made himself clear about 
the Artillery. What really happened 
was that he had laid down certain 
plans and time was required to carry 
those plans out. He was at work 
on them, but he had not taken a single 
man off the Artillery yet. Whether it was 
so, or whether it was not so, was a matter 
left wholly untouched by any clause of 
{the Bill which they had to consider. 
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Therefore, he thought they might leave 
the Artillery when they came to the 
allocation of time in Committee. It was 
the same with all questions of general 
principles of that kind. When they got 
to the last part of the Bill to which the 
right hon. Gentleman had referred, they 
had followed the precedent which had 
been observed in Bills in regard to Army 
reorganisation in the past. Literally and 
strictly two-thirds of the topics discussed 
on the First and Second Readings were 
irrelevent when they came to deal with 
this Bill in Committee, and that was one 
of the things which he had in his mind 
when he made this allocation of time. 
As to the question of associations, he 
thought it a very important one, and that 
there would be a great deal of discussion 
upon it; but there were two or three 
broad principles which could easily be 
compassed in the course of a single day. 
The Bill had been very carefully drafted 
and matters had been arranged in such 
a fashion that they had been able to 
bring them within the compass of the 
allocation. The second day’s work dealt 
with questions of finance, and again he 
would make the observation which he 
had made before, that the Bill did not 
refer to the way in which the financial 
machinery was to be worked out. He 
had promised his right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean to lay a 
statement upon the Table of the House 
before they went into Committee, or on 
going i to Committee, on that point 
He would do so only to show the fashion 
in which the Government contemplated 
using the administrative powers arising 
under the clause. They meant to preserve 
the tinancial control of Parliament, and 
the Bill did not touch the question one 
way or the other. When they came to 
the parts of the Bill which they would be 
discussing in the next two days, as the 
Prime Minister had said, they would be 
discussing things mo-t of which were in 
the present rules of the Volunteers, and 
the other matters were simply reproduc- 
tions of the clauses in the Yeomanry and 
Volunteer Acts. The whole importance 
of the matter was how they would use 
these powers, and that would come up in 
future for discussion, because if this 
system were adopted, a Vote for the 
Territorial Force would be put down each 
year on which the arrangements for the 
rear would be subject to the review of 
the House of Commons. The hon. 


Mr. Haldane. 
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Member for Ashford, wiao was a very 
great authority on this matter, had been 
misled by the notion that in the Com- 
mitt2e stage on the Bill all those questions 
which had been discussel in connec- 
tion with the scheme, the number of 
adjutants and the pay of the Artillery 
forces, and all those topics which be- 
longed to administration, would come up 
on the clauses ; but if they read the Bill 
they would see that beyond the principle 
of organisation nothing else appeared 
in the Bill. Once they passed the 
Second Reading, and they had passed 
that stage, they had disposed of such 
questions as whether the Militia, Volun- 
teers, or Yeomanry were to be sepa- 
rate bodies. That was essentially a 
Second Reading question, and when the 
House had passed the Second Reading by 
a majority of over three to one against 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment 
it must be taken that the House had 
assented to the broad principle that they 
were to organise on a two-line and not on 
a three-line basis. If that were so, it 
was plain that they could not discuss 
that Second Reading point again and 
again on the clauses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 
ask a question about the Militia joining 
the third battalions. 


Mr. HALDANE said the Militiaman 
like everybody else could be enlisted in 
the third battalions, into the sp:cial re- 
serve, and thereupon he would become 
liable to go abroad. He would be 
very glad to see individual Militiamen 
enlist into these third battalions, and 
to see their officers joining the reserve 
of officers. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover misunder-tood 
him if he thought that he suggested that 
the Militia was the unit which would 
become the third battalions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 
state that under certain circumstances 
250 of one battalion of Militia would be 
accepted for the Reserve. 


Mr. HALDANE said he would be 
only too pleased to have 250 Militiamen 
individually ; more than that, he would 
take 500 if he could get them All he 
asked was that they should enlist in- 
dividually. It would be all the better if 
they had an influence upon each other, 
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and if they could bring in a reserve of 
officers whom they could use for the pur- 
pose of training. That was nothing new ; 
it had always been a part of the plan. They 
had not tried to make it difficult for people 
who served in the Militia to take a new 
part in the organisation of the Army. On 
the contrary, they had tried to make it as 
easy as they could, and they would con- 
tinue to try to make it easy. The only 
relevance of that observation was for the 
purpose of pointing out that this question 
of the Militia joining the third battalions 
was not prejudiced one way or the other 
by the last part of the Bill to which the 
right hon. Gentleman referred. This 
Resolution was doubtless an innovation, 
but he hoped that it would be the 
beginning of a more sensible course which 
not only this Parliament but future Par- 
liaments would follow. He thought 
it would be enormously better that they 
should try to make a better distribution 
of their time in future. He quite agreed 
that it would have been better if they 
had had machinery ready to hand to do 
it now ; but that not being so, and the 
principle being one which they believed 
the majority of the House were agreed 
upon, they had done their best in 
tie matter. The misapplication of the 
time of Parliament was hecoming a 
scandal. He was responsible fcr the 
allocation of time ; he might have erred, 
but if he had erred it was bona fide. He 
had tried to do his best to parcel out the 
time allowed in a way that seemed to him 
to be fair. At first he thought that five 
days would be enongh, and he still thought 
so, but he had allowed six in order to 
leave a magin. He thought, knowing 
the inside of the Bill, that full time had 
been left, bearing in mind the discussions 
which had taken place on the First and 
Second Readings with regard to the prin- 
ciples of the measure, and that they had 
now only to deal with the powers which 
depended on those principles. His mind 
would not be rigidly closed to suggestions 
in Committee. They wanted to make the 
best Bill they could out of this, and con- 
soquently he hoped it would be found 
that they were open to suggestions. But 
it followed that in order to make the best 
use of the time before them it was neces- 
sary to provide in some fashion for its 
distribution. He admitted with his right 
hon, friend that this allocation of time 
was a new practice, but he hoped that in 
future it would bo very fruitful, not only 


VOL. CUXXIIL [FourtH Sertes.] 


{6 May 1907} 

















1394 


to hon. Members on that side of the 
House, but to hon. Members on the otker 
side. 


*Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) said he did not rise for the 
purpose of making any complaint reg wd- 
ing this innovation; he thought that 
every Government in the time to come in 
that House would require to ask for 
powers such as were now being asked 
for. But what he would suggest was that 
the Government in allocating the various 
days for the consideration of the Bill had 
been a little bit niggardly. The fact was 
that if this scheme was carried, not a 
single Amendment would have the 
slightest chance of being passed unless a 
private Member had been successful in 
persuading the Minister for War that his 
Amendment was necessary. The vicious 
part of the scheme was that it took 
away from the House its power to amend 
the Bill and placed it in the hands of two 
Gentlemen who conferred together be- 
hind Mr. Speaker's Chair or in any 
other private place. He felt certain 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
mean to do anything of the kind. 
Those whom he (Mr. Macdonald) repre- 
sented had several Amendments that 
they would like to put down; but 
they were all economists, and they 
wanted to serve the national finance. 
Now really why should they take the 
trouble to put down those Amendments ? 
not a single word of them would be dis- 
cussed. At any rate the more impor- 
tant of them would not be discussed 
under this scheme, and it was simply 
wasting public money to add_ to 
the agenda paper Amendments which 
they knew there would be no possible 
chance of considering. There was 
another very important consideration, 
and it was the fact that this scheme 
would take away considerably the 
authority of this House. Right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite when they were in 
Opposition used to protest very loudly 
against handing over the authority 
of the House to the Cabinet. He 
ventured to suggest that under this 
scheme they were handing over more of 
the authority of the House to the Cabinet. 
The defence which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made for this proposal seemed 
to him to be very inadequate. He had 
told them that the principle of the Bill 
had been accepted on the First and 
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Second Readings, and that was perfectly 
true. He regretted that the new Standing 
Orders were not put in operation with 
regard to this Bill. There were certain 
clauses, not of detail which followed from 
certain general principles which had been 
accepted, but of principle, and they ought 
to be fully discussed. The better course 
would have been for the more detailed 
clauses to have gone upstairs to one of the 
Standing Committees, and those other 
clauses to have remained for further dis- 
cussion in the House. The first three 
clauses contained matters of principle 
which were not discussed on the Second 
Reading. There were certain provisions 
in Clauses 2 and 4 which hon. Members 
voted for on the understanding that 
they would be able to move Amend- 
ments so as to change those clauses, 
not only in detail, but in regard to 
their scope. There was, for example, the 
relation between the county associations 
and the Universities. That involved a 
great political principle. Then there 
were the provisions with regard to cadet 
corps. That was a question that was not 
a matter of detail following by logical 
necessity upon the principle accepted on 
the Second Reading. Those were matters 
of great political and civil importance 
which the House asa whole ought to dis- 
cuss and decide upon a definite Amend- 
ment and not merely upon the general 
debate. They wanted some explanation of 
the sub-section dealing with county 
associations and Reservists and ex-soldiers. 
They wished to know what the right hon. 
Gentleman had in his mind when he put 
that sub-section in the Bill. But Clauses 
1 and 2 were going to be dealt with on 
one day. Clause 1 dealt with the 
question of county associations, and when 
that subject came on there would not be 
much chance to discuss anything else on 
that day. In Clauses 3 and 4 the 
important financial provisions were placed 
in the forefront, so that neither on the 
first nor the second day would they have 
an opportunity of discussing that very 
fundamental point of the relation between 
the civil life of the country and _ its 
military organisation. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
behind him there were very strong 
opinions held on these points, and there 
was also a very strong feeling upon 
them outside the House. He suggested 
to the right hon. Gentleman that they 
ought to have a day for discussing the 
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county associations, and the next day 
might be devoted to a discussion of the 
very important alteration proposed in 
regard to the civil relationship of 
the people with the military force. 
He did not desire to embarrass the 
Government in regard to this guillotine 
Resolution; in fact the Labour Party 
would assist them in carrying it; but he 
hoped that the Secretary for War would 
meet them on the points he had raised, 
namely, those of civil and political 
importance, which were not matters of 
detail, but of principle, which ought to be 
discussed more fully in the House, upon 
which there ought to be a sort of ad hoc 
discussion and not merely the discussion 
of general principles which took place 
when the Government got such a big 
majority on the Second Reading. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
moved as an Amendment to the Prime 
Minister’s Motion, “That it is inex- 
pedient that any further resolutions deal- 
ing with the allocation of time for 
particular Bills should be passed except 
as part of a general system by which the 
liberties of this House shal! be properly 
safeguarded.” He said the speech 
they had just heard from the hon. 
Member for Leicester displayed the 
attitude with which the Secretary 
for War seemed disposed to approach 
this matter. There wore under this 
scheme very serious principles which 
would have to be discussed. The War 
Secretary had referred to the indifference 
of the House to the question of the 
general principles involved in the 
Resolution and he seemed to regard that 
indifference with some satisfaction. He 
admitted that the Ministerial side of the 
House at any rate seemed very 
inditferent whether this new departure 
in their procedure were carried or not, 
but the War Minister and the Prime 


Minister were evidently under no 
delusion as to the magnitude of the 
change that was being made in 


the procedure of the House of Com- 
mons. It was not only that it 
was the first time the guillotine had been 
applied before there had been even an 
attempt at discussion in Committee, but 
it was the nature of the Bill to which the 
guillotine was being applied. No one 
had suggested that the discussion on the 
Second Reading was unduly prolonged. 
There was a strictly relevant discussion 





a a a, oe oe 


et ) 


— | 


16 


Ly 
he 
in 
of 
e, 
he 
ne 
ty 
he 
ld 
sd, 
al 
of 
be 
on 
hoc 
ion 
ce 


ig 


E.) 
me 
ex- 
2al- 
for 
ept 
the 
rly 
ech 
on. 
the 
ary 
ach 
this 
Lich 
Var 
nce 
the 
the 
that 
He 
the 
ery 
ture 
not, 
rime 
no 
the 
in 
Yom- 
, it 
been 
1 an 
, but 
1 the 
one 
1 the 
iged. 
ssion 





1397 Territorial and 
taken part in by hon. Members equally 
on both sides of the House, and he was at 
a loss to understand what the Prime 
Minister meant when he said that the 
proceedings in the House might be 


made the means of impeding the 
progress of business. He did not 
think such a_ suggestion ought to 


have been made in view of the way the 
Opposition had treated this Bill up to 
the present. It was undoubtedly a 
measure which ought to be submitted to 
the free and unfettered discussion of the 
House of Commons. If the House of 
Commons sanctioned this Resolution it 
would deliberately lay down that for the 
future all discussions upon important Bills 
should be carried on under similar 
arrangements. What effect would that 
have upon the Constitution of the 
country ? It meant transferring the power 
of legislation from the House to the 
Cabinet. That was what the House 
was doing, and it was being done 
with the assistance of the votes of 
the Liberal Party. As had already 
been pointed out by the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean one result of that would be to 
increase the necessity for a Second 
Chamber to deal with measures which 
were passed sub silentio in this House. 
The proposed procedure meant the gradual 
extinction of the unofficial Member. If 
hon. Members would consider the Parlia- 
mentary history of the last century they 
would conclude that this was the greatest 
change that had come over the House of 
Commons. In 1784 when Pitt was 
returned by a popular mandate with a 
great majority, and when he enjoyed 
immense popularity, he was utterly un- 
able to pass through the House of Com- 
mons any measure unless it had obtained 
the reasonable assent of the House. That 
was the case right down to the time of 
Mr. Gladstone, and except on certain 
questions the House of Commons con- 
stantly took its own line, as_ hon. 
Members were allowed to vote for 
what they thought right and not simply 
for what the Cabinet thought right. 
The change might be partly due to these 
Resolutions and partly to other causes, 
but while it no doubt affected the 
Opposition it affected hon. Members on 
the Government side even more. It 
utterly deprived them of all power of 
producing the slightest effect on the 


legislation of the country. They all | 
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knew that there were in the House of 
Commons many hon. Members who had 
great experience in administrative 
matters, but for any useful work they 
did they might be replaced by three or 
four hundred men selected from any 
street in the neighbourhood. They were 
merely and necessarily under these rules 
ministerial vo'ing machines. The other 
great result was and must be that the 
whole of the debates in the House entirely 
lost their reality. What was the 
use of attempting serious argument if 
they knew that the Minister had merely 
to sit silent, that at the end of the evening 
the guillotine would be applied, and that 
the ministerial voting machines would 
come in from the library and the smoking- 
room to vote down arguments which they 
had not been in the House to hear? It 
was really a very serious matter, and one 
which must be considered by hon. 
Members sitting, not only on the Opposi- 
tion side, but in all parts of the House. 
He was convinced that unless something 
could be done to restore the reality of 
their debates and the independence of 
Members, the reputation and the personnel 
of the House would seriously suffer, and 
the result would be progressively to throw 
more and more power into the hands of 
the Government of the day, so that the 
proceedings in the House of Commons 
would become less and less important, 
and they would have destroyed 
that which they valued so highly—the 
representative nature of the Government 
and of Parliament. He felt that it was 
not only these Resolutions that had con- 
tributed to that position; it was much 
more largely, no doubt, the rigidity 
of the Party system. That was not a 
matter that could be dealt with by any 
Resolution of the House. It must be 
dealt with by some combined attack on 
the Party machine, and that must be by 
some Corrupt Practices Act or something 
of that kind. But these Resolutions did 
make the House of Commons a less 
independent, less real, and less genuine 
representative Assembly and less able to 
reflect the opinion of the people of the 
country. He felt very strongly that 
if they were to have such rules the House 
should insist that they should not bea 
kind of Act of Attainder against Parlia- 
mentary freedom on particular measures, 
They should have a general system or 
plan of dealing with discussions in the 
House and applying to all measures, but 
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not applied at the will of the Govern- | 
ment to a particular form of coercion, | 
or to a particular Bill. Whether the | 
best plan would be by means of a Com- | 
mittee of Business, which would settle at 
the beginning of each session or of each 
measure the particular amount of time 
to be allotted to that measure, or by | 
some other plan, he was not quite 
certain, and he did not ask the House | 
to express any opinion as to what 
the precise plan should be. His own in- 
clination was to believe, not that a Com- 
mittee of business was the right solu 
tion, but that some greatly extended 
power should be conferred upon Mr. | 
Speaker with the view of curtailing 
unnecessary and useless debate, which 
was not really advanced in the interest 
of any object which was legitimately 
desired by any Member of the House. , 
He himself thought that what would be 
more useful than a Committee of Rules, 
or an extended power of closure conferred 
on the Speaker, would be the restoration 
to Members of their Parliamentary 
self-respect, the re-creation of indepen- | 
dence of hon. Members, so that they | 
could appeal with some hope of success | 
by reason and argument to hon. Mem- 
bers who constituted for the time being 
the majority of the House. He begged 
to move. 
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other measures, the allotted time erred on 
the side of inadequacy. But however that 
might be, that was not the question raised 
by the Amendment. The noble Lord whe 
proposed the Amendment and they 
who supported it wished to give the 
House of Commons the opportunity of 
declaring that these Resolutions dealing 
with the allocation of time for different 
stages of particular Bills were a hand to 


| mouth expedient, and an unsatisfactory 


method of dealing with the difficulty. 
They wished the House to declare that 
it was time that the difficulties were 
properly faced. They wished for a 
declaration that the duty of laying down 
general rules in this connection, applicable 
to all Bills, should no longer be shirked. 
The Prime Minister in the course of his 
speech had taken great credit to himself 
for the improvement in his guillotine 
methods, but he (Mr. Mildmay) could see 
no improvement. The only change was 
that the guillotine was proposed at an 
earlier date and was to be more drastic 
in its action. The Prime Minister had 
described in his speech how they had 
been in the habit in the past of flounder- 
ing through the first half of a Bill and 
scrambling through the second half. The 
process was to be very little changed ; 
in future, it appeared, they were to 
scramble through the whole of the Bill. 


| Luckily this was not a measure which, so 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes), | 
in seconding, thought that it was) 
universally recognised by all on. the 
Oppo-ition side of the House that the 
Secretary of State for War was the 
lass man to wish that the discussion 
on his proposals should be unduly cur- 
tuiled. A good many of them knew 
that he was conscientiously desirous 
that his Bill should receive all the con- 
sideration due to so important a measure. | 
And further they acknowledged that. 
so eminently fair was his nature that | 
least of all the Members of the 
Cabinet was he likely to have assented | 
to these closing proposals as part of | 
a policy of forcing a number of undis- | 
cussed Bills through the House of | 
Commons with a view to bombarding and | 
confounding the House of Lords. The | 
time allotted for the discussion of the | 
various stages of this Bill might be! 
adequate or inadequate. To the Opposi- | 
tion, naturally, it appeared that, in| 
comparison with guillotine proposals on | 

Lird B. Cecil. 


far, had been provocative of violent Party 
antagonisms. Most devoutly did he 
hope that hon. Members would not allow 
it to become so. But let them take the 
two Education Bills which of late years 
had been carried through the House of 
Commons by both Parties. Could the 
guillotine Resolutions in connection with 
either of those Bills have been dis- 
cussed under circumstances more fatal 
to the fair and dispassionate settlement 
of a time-table? Governments ia the 
past had been in the habit, first of intro- 
ducing a Bill, perhaps a very controversial 
Bill, and then, after days of heated dis- 
cussion thereon, when full play had been 
given to Party bitterness, when the 
Members of the House were all on edge, 
coming down to the House and trying to 
force through a Resolution curtailing 
debate on the remaining stages to an 
extent which invariably appeared to the 
Opposition to be wholly unjustifiable. The 
necessity of doing something to cope with 
the excessive discussion on the Committee 
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stage must have been recognised by all. 
Many years ago the Leader of the 
Opposition had said— 

“It is absolutely necessary to do something 
to curtail the efforts of those who desire to 
deal with Jegislation not by arguments, but 
by obstruction.” 

The power of applying the closure had been 
effectual in preventing undue discussion 
on the First, Second, and Third Readings 
of Bills. But it was not effectual at the 
Committee stage.. They all knew that 
a Bill could be swamped by the weight 
of Amendments. The closure applied to 
each Amendment was an impossible way 
of coping with the difficulty. But, on the 
other hand, every fair-minded Member 
of the House must admit that closure by 
comp.irtment was a most clumsy ex- 
pedient and quite indefensible, because 
under such schemes most important 
Amendments, and most vital provisions of 
the Bill might go undiscussed. The 
fact that there had been or was likely to be 
obstruction did not condone the wholesale 
slaughter of Amendments good, bad, 
and indifferent. Then there was another 
argument which ought to weigh heavily 
with the supporters of the Government. 
Let them consider how closure by com- 
partments so repeatedly employed had 
over and over again proved the usefulness 
and, indeed, the absolute necessity of the 
House of Lords. That must, he thought, 
be very distasteful to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He would put it to them, 
would it have been possible to guillotine 
the greater part of the second Home 
Rule Bill, to force the greater part of 
that Bill through the Committee stage 
without any discussion at all, but for the 
fact that the House of Commons knew that 
the House of Lords was behind it? Let 
them take a less ambitious measure—the 
Education Bill which was passed through 
the House of Commons last session. 
Was he not right in saying that largely, 
if not wholly, in consequence of the cur- 
tailment of debate in the House of Com- 
monsthe Government Amendments passed 
in the House of Lords to their own Bill 
had bulked more largely than all 
the Amendments carried by the Opposi- 
tion in that House? They knew the 
debates on these guillotine proposals so 
perfectly well. Each side always accused 
the other of being a worse offender than 
itself in the past. The same tu quoque 
arguments were repeated, there were the 
same recriminations which tired those 
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who had listened to them for twenty 
years past. The Government had a large 
majority in the House; he appealed to 
them to take their courage in both hands 
and to tackle the question. It was not 
an easy question to tackle. Mr. Speaker 
might be unwilling to assume a greater 
responsibility than the heavy responsi- 
bility which was already his. But if he 
were willing to give to the Government 
his valuable help and advice in this con- 
nection, and if the Government ap- 
proached the consideration of the question 
with an earnest desire to act in accord- 
ance with the general feeling throughout 
the House, he thought that it ought not 
to be impossible to improve upon the 
present guillotine methods of dealing 
with the difficulty, which methods must 
be so unsatisfactory, and, indeed, so repug- 
nant to all who had the efficiency of the 
House at heart. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out all after the word ‘that’ to 
the end, in order to add the words ‘it is 
inexpedient that any further Resolutions 
dealing with the allocation of time for parti- 
cular Bills should be passed except as part of a 
general system by which the liberties of this 
House shall be properly safeguarded.’ ”’—(Lord 
B. Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘the Committee stage and Report stage 
of the Territorial and Reserve Forces 
Bill,’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he had a good deal of sympathy with 
the observations which had been made 
upon this matter by the hon. Members 
who moved and seconded the Amend- 
ment. Like all Members who had 
known what it was to sit in Op- 
position, and to be part of a small 
minority, he did not like guillotine 
Resolutions. But under existing methods 
of doing business they could not be 
avoided by any Government. They 
were a kind of a Government net to 
catch the torpedoes of the Opposition, and 
if they did not use their powers they 
would fall into disgrace through having 
their Bills and schemes destroyed. 
The principal object of an Opposition in 
the House of Commons, as a matter 
of fact, was twofold: first to turn 
out the Government of the day as 
speedily as they could; and secondly, 
to prevent the passage of as many Gov- 
ernment Bills as possible which, to them, 
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were obnoxious. It did not matter 
whether it wasa Tory Party or a Liberal 
Party who were in Opposition. A Liberal 
Opposition would try to prevent obnoxious 
Tory Bills becoming law, and a Tory 
Opposition would try to prevent obnoxious 
Liberal Bills becomjng law. In order 
to attain that end it was necessary for 
the Opposition to discuss measures at 
considerable length, and to occupy as 
much of the time of the Government as 
they possibly could, because in that 
event the fewer Government measures 
would be passed into law. For that 
reason he had never spoken of obstruc- 
tion in a disparaging manner, as he recog- 
nised that under existing conditions it was 
a fair Parliamentary weapon. He well re- 
membered that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, 
speaking on a_ guillotine Resolution, 
with candour said that he had ob- 
structed Government measures when 
he was in Opposition, and that when 
he was in Opposition again he hoped 
to obstruct again. He was not at all 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman was 
not correct in his employment of obstruc- 
tion as a fair Parliamentary weapon. 
But in order to prevent these methods 
being successful the Government were 
obliged to pass Resolutions like the one 
now proposed, which also was a fair 
Parliamentary weapon. Let them never 
forget that the country, as a whole, did 
not mind how drastic their methods of 
closure in the House were; but what 
they wanted was that they should get 
their work done. He thought the 
Government should make some alteration 
in regard to guillotine Resolutions, be- 
cause they seemed to have one for every 
separate Bill. He thought that all 
Bills ought to be read a second time 
early in the session, and then there 
should be a comprehensive Resolution 
with a time table which might be applied 
to them all. 
always protect the rights of minorities, 
and they should consult the Opposition 
with regard to the allocation of the 
time. The Government should say how | 
many days they could afford to devote to | 
a Bill and ask the opinion of the Oppo- | 
sition as to the manner in which they 
should be allocated. He was inclined to | 
think that any Opposition which under- | 
stood its business, as the present one did, 
would agree to such a proposition, as 


Mr. Soares. 





Of course, they must | 
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under the present practice the Opposition 
lost valuable Parliamentary privileges 
and opportunities. What happened now 
after a guillotine Resolution had been 
passed ? The Opposition usually com- 
menced, as soon as the Bill was brought 
in, to discuss some unimportant Amend- 
ment. Speeches were made on it on 
both sides of the House, it was often 
ended by closure, and no consideration 
was paid to the fact that at 10.30 the 
guillotine would fall. In this way the 
Opposition lost valuable Parliamentary 
opportunities. They lost the oppor- 
tunity of making speeches on difficult and 
embarrassing Amendments. True it was 
that no one had much hope of converting 
the Minister in charge of the Bill by 
such speeches, but it must always be 
remembered that speeches in that Honse 
were partly delivered in order to influence 
opinion outside, and to lose the oppor- 
tunity of making such speeches was for 
the Opposition a serious loss. Then, 
too, under existing methods they fre- 
quently lost the opportunity of making 
supporters of the Government vote 
on embarrassing Amendments. Such 
Amendments could be moved to almost 
every Bill, and to lec supporters of the 
Government escape from voting was to 
lose a valuable Opposition opportunity. 
If, therefore, by means of a business 
Committee some such arrangement as he 
had suggested could be brought about 
they would at once see the end of 
obstruction. It would become an_ in- 
jury to the Opposition, and hence 
would speedily be considered bad 
Parliamentary form. And, as a matter 
of fact, they would never abolish obstruc- 
tion until it became bad Parliamentary 
form. So far he had dealt with the 
matter from a purely Party point of view, 
but of course there was a much higher 
point of view, that of the public service. 
In the interests of the country it was 
advisable that every difficult point of 
importance should be debated across 
the floor of the House. When ob- 
struction was ended, that could be done, 
legislation would be better and the 
influence of Parliament would increase. 


Reserve Forces Bill, 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said that the hon. Member for Barnstaple 
had made an exceedingly shrewd and 
valuable contribut‘on to this extremely 
important discussion. The hon. Member 
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had admitted that Resolutions of this 
kind were an abuse, but he had de- 
fended them on the ground that in the 


present state of business some such resort | 


as the guillotine was necessary. to any 
Government in power. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that he had never spoken 
disparagingly of obstruction; and they 


on the Opposition side of the House were | 


obliged to him for the statement, for they 
all recoguised that the hon. Gentleman 
was a considerable authority on the 
matter. It was not very long ago that 
a very important Motion standing in the 
name of the hon. Member referring to 
a very technical question was, on the sole 
request of a single member of the Cabinet, 
no doubt to his dismay and consterna- 
tion, withdrawn. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that such drastic treat- 
ment of the House of Commons was 
necessary because it was imperative 
that they should get on with their 
work. It was important to consider for 
a moment what was the cause of the 
confusion and what was the work which 
the House of Commons did. Was it 
that when the Government produced an 
important Bill or a certain mumber of 
Bills the whole work of the House 
of Commons consisted in passing them 
into law with the greatest expedition ! 
If that was really the correct view of 
the function of this House, Resolu- 
tions of this kind were absolutely 
necessary ; but if that was not their 
function then such Motions were absolutely 
indefensible, mischievous, and dangerous 
in a high degree. On the Opposition 
Benches they had recently remarked as 
extraordinary that in what he believed 
was called a democratic Parliament, under 


a democratic Government, the first action | 


taken should be to destroy the House of 
Commons as a democratic body. That 
was a very significant and formidable 
state of things. The hon. Gentleman 
had suggested that the people of the 
country did not care about the delibera- 
tive qualities of the House of Commons, 
and that all they wanted was to have 
forced upon them without discussion 
through a muzzled Chamber the decrees 
of the Government. If that were true 
the usefulness of the House was entirely 
destroyed, and it became perfectly 
ridiculous for any man with any views at 
all to give up his business time and his 
leisure and to come and sit there merely 


in order to help forward the democratic | 
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desires of right hon. Gentlemen. The 


| truth was that the function of the House 


was not merely to pass Bills but to pass 
good and workable measures, and he held 
that measures merely proceeding from the 
back rooms of the right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Treasury Bench and put through 
the House without any opportunity 
being given for really discussing them, 
would never be either good or workable 
in the real sense of those words, and would 
afterwards have to be amended or re- 
versed, which would take up the time of 
Parliament in later years. He utterly 
disliked the whole of these proceedings, 
and he did not admit that it was 
necessary to limit even the total 
time which the House was to take 
in considering a _ Bill of this 
gigantic and fundamental importance. 
He believed it was only by letting the 
House of Commons “go” at a Bill of 
this kind that they would make a work} 
able piece of legislation, arrive at a final 
settlement, and save time. But whilst 
on general grounds he objected to the 
Resolution, he was bound also to say 
that when they came to the particular 
divisions in regard to time he was even 
more confirmed in his opposition. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said he had 
given a great deal of trouble and con- 
sideration to the allocation of the days, so 
that proper time should be given to each 
point of importance. He (Mr. Bowles) 
was no authority whatever upon Army 
matters, and there was only one question 
in the Bill upon which he felt fit or capable 
to say anything at all, but that was an 
extremely important point. He referred 
to the financial Resolution and the financial 
portions of the Bill. The House would 
observe that according to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s plan they were to have 
only the fag end of one day to deal 
with the, financial Resolution, and the 
fag end of the next day to deal with 
the Report stage. What did these 
financial proposals mean? They set up 
an indefinite number of spending 
authorities having powers, also perfectly 
indefinite, over sums of money, which 
were evidently going to be enormous. 
The whole of the stupendous power in 
regard to these moneys was under the 
Bill to be given to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. In his opinion the finance of the 
Bill would wreck the scheme in the end, 
and was the real danger and difficulty in 
regard toit ; but apparently they were to 
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have this tremendous financial revolution 
forced upon the country without any dis- 
cussion in the House. The financial 
clauses might never be reached at all. 
That surely was not a proper allocation of 
time, and he was sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman would, in his heart at all 
events, admit that to make a change of 
that kind under these circumstances was 
to reduce the House of Commons in its 
most important aspect to a derogatory 
position, and to treat it with contempt. 
He disliked and distrusted the whole of 
this system of guillotine closure. He 
believed that it was totally unnecessary, 
and that arrangements could be made 
under which the House without provisions 
of this kind could exercise the great 
deliberative functions which were its 
great glory. It was not to pass Bills 
that the House of Commons existed, 
but to discuss them and to see that 
they were not ridiculous, unnecessary, 
and dangerous. The House of Commons 
was not there to support Parties, but to 


control and enlighten, and when these | 


invaluable privileges were attacked, as 
they were by the Resolution before the 
House, he should always feel bound to 
resist proposals of that kind in general, 
and he felt bound to resist in particular 
these propusals, which produced a revolu- 
tion in the character of the House, 
would go far beyond this present Parlia- 
ment, and would have a far-reaching 
effect upon the legislation under which 
the country was to live in future. 


Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said his only excuse for inter- 
vening was that, in common with many 
hon. Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House, he wished 
this Bill to pass with unanimity, 
believing as he did that if it passed 
leaving any sense of injustice in the 
minds either of hon, Members below the 
gangway or of hon. Members opposite the 
House had better not pass it at all. The 
Bill imposed an obligation upon people 
who were not obliged to do anything at 
all, and if it were passed in a manner 
which gave rise to any sense of injustice 
its efficiency would be destroyed. There- 
fore he would not support the proposal 
of his right hon. friend if he supposed 
that it would cause a great grievance 
to hon. Members opposite. He agreed 


with the noble Lord opposite that the 
Mr. Bowles. 
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whole of these guillotine Resolutions were 
detestable, and it was a fact that the 
more guillotine there was, the more 
obstruction was provoked. It had been 
said by an hon. friend of his that 
there were three ways of governing a 
country: by bullets, by priests, and by 
talk, and talk was the best of the three, 
and so far as they abolished talk they 
would have to resort to other measures. 
But while he objected to guillotine 
Resolutions in general and this one in 
particular, he would urge upon right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that the time given 
under this proposal was not really unduly 
short. He remembered they had in the 
last Parliament to urge the Leader of the 
Opposition to give more time for the dis- 
cussion of another far-reaching scheme of 
Army reform. The right hon. Gentleman 
met them with extreme generosity, and 
took the scheme out of guillotine Resolution 
and gave them two or three days for the 
| discussion. He remembered, however, the 
immense difficulty they had in keeping 
| the debate. going. The fact was that 
| the number of Members who took part in 
| Army debates was very small, and 
| although when in Opposition they all 
| protested there was not enough time 
| 
| 
| 


Reserve Fores Bill. 





given for them, when it came to the 
point there was a difficulty in keeping 
the debate going. It had been so 
in the past, and he suggested it might 
be so in regard to this Bill, if his 
right hon. friend were to regard this 
Resolution as being passed not as a law 
of the Medes and Persians, but as a thing 
which could be altered. He thought 
there was a precedent for that, and that 
similar guillotine Resolutions had been 
altered after they had been passed. He 
would urge his right hon. friend to meet 
the Opposition and give them further 
time, believing that the Bill could never 
be a success unless it was accepted by 
general consent. He thought, however, 
that when it came to the point there 
would be ample time for discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought there 
was much sound sense in what had 
fallen from the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man, but it was not so easy to modify 
guillotine proposals as he suggested. 
There was a method by which it could be 
done if the Government were willing 
parties to the transaction, for all guillotine 
Resolutions had in them the fact that 
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such a thing was to be done on an allotted | important by settling upon a series of 


day, and if the Government desired to in- 
crease the length of time for the Bill, they 
had only to put down some small measure 
as the business of the day, and then 
afterwards d scuss the particular Bill to 
which the guillotine Resolution referred. 
The flank of the Resolution was then 
turned. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 


professed to say that the difficulty of | 
| the Bill came back to the House on 


keeping an Army debate going was so 
great that six days were sufficient for the 
purpose. His own experience of the 
past did not lead him to take that view. 
He reminded the House that far larger 
questions were raised by this Bill than 
were ever raised by the former Army 
Bill to which reference had been made, 
and the time given for discussion was 
much shorter. The number of questions 
raise | was very large, and he believed it 
would be found difficult to compress all 
the questions into six days, with the 
resulu that a great number of ques- 


propositions in connection with important 
Bills, which could be discussed seriatim 
downstairs on the floor of the House, 
the discussion in each case being 
stopped by closure; then the Com- 
mittee upstairs, having been seized of 
the separate propositions, might be 


trusted to do the drafting part, the 


| outside 


tions that the House most wanted to | 


discuss would not come before it at 
all, but would simp!y be formally pat 
from the Chair after the fatal hour of 
ten oclock arrived. He could not agree 
w.th the Secretary of State for War 


detailed and machinery part, and when 


Report it would be felt that all the 
essential elements had been discussed in 
the true and only theatre of debate, 
namely, the floor of the House, and with 
the full knowledge of the House and 
the pubic. In the Committee stage at 
pres‘nt it was difficult for anybody 
to follow the course of the 
debates. The real thing which every- 
body who cared for the House—and 
nobody outside the House really cared 
for it—ought to aim at was t> try and 


make their discussions both full ant 
interesting. He had given a great deal 


of reflection to this problem, anJ, though 
he dd not profess to have come to a 
thoroughly satisfactory conclusion, he 


'was inclined to think the plan he had 


when he said that, so far as this was an | 


enabling Bill, it did not require very 
lengthen.d discussion. The House was 
not discussing this as an enabling but as 
a positive measure. If it was not a 
positive measure it was nothing. If it 
was not intendea to create a great change 
let them not discuss it for six days. The 
Government had brought in a positive Bill 
in an enabiing form. 
might be regarded as more relevant to 


That, however, | 


many other questions than to the par- | 


ticular Amendment which his 
friend had moved. He proposed to vote 
for that Amendment. He had _ himself 
made proposals in favour of a general 


noble | 


scheme, and that which seemed to find | 


most favuur was one giving to a Business 
Committee tae power of allotting the 
tim: to a particular measure The plan 


of a Business Committee, which should | 


make a p'an for the whole session, was 


one which he was afraid would be beset | 
/up together the propositions each side 


with great difficulties. He was far from 
ruling it out as impossible, however, and 
thought it well worthy of careful dis- 
cussion, His mind had been rather 
turning in another direction. He had 
often wondered whether they could not 
make their debates really interesting and 


adumbrated promised the best results. 
He did not think the plan of throwing 
more responsibility upon the Speaker 
was a possible one. The Hous? already 
threw a burden of responsibility upon 
the Chair which was almost too great, 
and he could never be a party to increas- 
ing the burden. And he thought there 
were great difficulties in getting the 
Opposition and the Government to agree 
as to the amount of time to be given to 
every Bill. Let them imagine a Com- 
mittee at work on this Bill. The 
Secretary of State came down and said 
he had looked throngh the Bi:l with his 
draftsmen and was convinced that it 
could be discussed in six days. The 
Opposition said they could not do any- 
thing of the kind, there were many im- 
portant points to be discussed, and i: 
could not be done in the time. The 
whole thing would then break down. He 
believed they could arrive at some 
arrangement in this way. They could draw 


wished to have threshed out, and if that 
were done the debate on each proposition 
would be finished as other debates were, 
by closure if not by agreement. Having 
had to give some considerable thought to 
this whole question, both as Leader of 
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the House and as Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, he hoped the House would not 
mind if in a tentative form he threw out 
a suggestion, which he was sure was 
worthy of consideration, and which he 
thought would be more productive in| 
the long run than any attempt to settle the 
matter by a Business Committee drawn 
from both sides of the House. Personally 
he thought the Government asked the 


{COMMONS} 





House to deal with too many Bills in the 
course of the session; but if they threw 
upon a Committee the duty of deciding 
how long each Bill was to take, were they 
to take into account the general pro- 
gramme of the Government in regard to 
legislation or not? If they did not, how | 
were they going to deal with the alloca- | 
tion of time? He believed his plan | 
would give the House more freedom than | 
it possessed now. A large number of 


Members who voted for the Second 
Reading wanted the Bill changed 


in really important particulars, and 
these hon. Members would never have 
an opportunity of asking the House 
to come to a decision on the matters 
in which they were interested. The 
questions would remain untouched and | 
undealt with, or if dealt with at all 
they would not be dealt with within the | 
walls of that Assembly. The situation 
was admittedly a grave one. Everyone 
must feel that each time one of these. 
closure Resolutions was passed they were | 
not fulfilling either in the eyes of the 
public or in their own eyes the functions 
for which they were sent there. They | 
were sent there to debate and to discuss, 
and anything which curtailed debate and 
discussion pro tanto diminished their | 
utility. He admitted in Opposition, as he | 
had urged when in office, that discussion | 
of details might easily go too far, might 
easily reach the point when, though not 
irrelevant and obstructive in the technical 
sense, it became wearisome and useless, | 
But while admitting all this, he still) 
thought that they. could not rest content | 
with these guillotine Resolutions, which | 
were essentially an absurdity when | 
applied to an Assembly the whole reason | 
of whose existence was either to criticise | 
the administrative actions of the Govern- | 
ment or to deal with the details of the | 
various legislative proposals which the | 
Government or private Members brought 
forward. For these reasons he would | 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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show his sense of the grav ty of the 
situation by supporting his noble friend 
in the lobby. 


Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid.) said the contributions of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite in questions of 
this kind were always important and 
interesting, but they could not with any 
advantage discuss the proposal of the 
Leader of the Opposition on this particular 
Resolution, though he entirely agreed 
with him that something would have 
to be done in the near future if the 
House was to be an effective and efficient 
machine. But the suggestion of the 
right hon, Gentleman would really 
add a stage to the proceedings on a Bill, 
and he did not think any of them desired 
to add to the number of opportunities for 
debate, for besides Committee upstairs, 
they had the First and Second Reading 
stages, and Report, which afforded ample 
ovcasions for debate. But surely the 
principle which underlay the proposal of 
the Government was the right one. It 
was the only time that a Member of the 
Government had proposed, before going 
into Committee on a Bill, a guillotine 
Resolution of that kind ; but he believed 
that taking into consideration the matters 
dealt with by the measure it was a fair 
allocation of time. After all, there was 
not very much to complain of in the 
length of time to be given. It was surely 
better to procced thus, than that they 
should discuss day after day the first clause 
of the Bill, and then find at the end of six 
or seven days that the Government had 
got only six or seven words of it. The 
result of that was that they did not get 
to the really important parts of the 
measure which everybody in the House 
desired to see discussed. He hoped it 
would be entrusted to the Procedure 
Committee to see whether anything could 
be done to devis2 something in the nature 
of a Business Committee such as had 
been suggested, which would give the 
House full and fair opportunity for dis- 
cussion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that only Members of the House 
cared for the House of Commons, and 
that the country did not care for the 
House of Commons at all. That might 
be an epigrammatic statement containing 
some truth, but he thought it was true 
only in so far as the country had come to 
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the conclusion that they were wasting | merits of the Bill. 


Reserve Forces Bill. 1414 
If, therefore, re- 


time by constant and miscellaneous dis-| striction of debate was to become an 
cussion. After all, it must come back to | established thing, he hoped some such 


this—the conscience of every Member of | 
the House to do what was right by | 
Parliament in making not too long, or | 
too frequent, but only what were | 
necessary and fair contributions to | 
debates, in order to get at the bottom of | 
measures under consideration. As to. 
the Amendment, he was not a little 
surprised to hear that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to vote for it. | 
It merely said that they must not 
have the guillotine Resolution on any 
Bill during the existence of the present | 
Government unless they first of 
all agreed upon and brought into effect | 
a proposal for dealing with the general | 
business of the House. He believed a 
fair measure of time had been allowed for | 
discussion of the Bill, and in the confident | 
belief that the Government had taken the | 
right course in proposing this guillotine 
Resolution, he would vote for it and 
against the Amendment. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) said | 
that as he would have no opportunity of | 
moving the Amendment which he had on 
the Paper, he desired to say a word on | 
the Amendment now before the House. 
He made no apology for intruding in a 
debate of this kind, because he felt that 
the Resolution went further than the 
Bill to which it applied and was no mere | 
question of procedure. In his view it) 
invited them to take part in the formal 
inauguration of bureaucratic Govern- | 
ment, and even the youngest and least 
experienced Member of the House was 
justified in making a vigorous protest | 
against the proposal of the Government. 
The Prime Minister had claimed that 
sufficient time had been given for the 
discussion of the Territorial Army Bill. 
He did not agree with him. But even 
if the time were sufficient, he still thought | 
that they ought vigorously to oppose the 
Resolution, because the principle was the | 
same whether the time allowed was | 
sufficient or not. Ifin future discussion on | 
all Bills was to be restricted, the Govern- | 
ment of the day ought not to be the sole | 
arbiter as to the extent of that restriction, 
because they necessarily looked at the | 
question of the allocation of the time | 
of the House from the point of view 
of their load of legislation, rather than | 
from the pvint of view of the particular | 


scheme as had been suggested might 
be discovered and adopted. Surely 
it was desirable that someone as in- 
dependent as possible should decide the 
allocation of time on the merits of each 
Bill when it came before the House, and 
that not merely the amount of time 
should be given which the Government 
thought they could afford. The Prime 
Minister said they could spare nine days. 
On the other hand a Business Committee 
would look at the matter from exactly 
the other point of view, and would say 
what time should be devoted to this or 
to that clause of a Bill according to its 
importance. At all events, they would 
produce a much more equitable system 
than was contained in the Resolution of the 
Government, who kept the sole decision 
in their own hands. The Prime Minister 
had said that he was in favour of such 
a Committee, but that it was impossible 
to set up one this session. Why was it 
impossible ? He did not see why it should 
be. The Prime Minister smiled. He 
felt that it might be somewhat imperti- 
nent of him to challenge the opinion of 
one of the Prime Minister's great ex- 
perience, but he certainly thought that 
it might be possible for the House, 
without any long or serious debate, to 
set up an independent Business Com- 
mittee. The Secretary of State for War 
had said that six days for Committee was 
sufficient, because the House had already 
approved of the general principle of the 
3ill on the First and Second Readings. 
This Bill dealt, inter alia, with the whole of 
the Auxiliary Forces, and _ practically 
placed them under a new organisation. 
The House knew how very varied were 
the conditions which prevailed through- 
out those forces. It must inevitably 
often happen that some of the particular 
points affecting certain regiments might 
seem unimportant to hon. Gentlemen in 


_ touch with some other part of the country. 


It might also happen that only a few 
hon. Members would be qualified to give 
a reliable opinion upon the points arising 
in a Bill of this character. It was of 


| great importance, in order to get an 


efficient scheme, that those experts should 
be heard, in order that the result of their 
experience should be embodied in the 
Bill. The ‘Territorial Army Bill was 
likely to be deficient and a failure as 
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regarded individual regiments if those 
who held strong opinions on the subject 
were not afforded an opportunity of 
expressing their views. John Stuart Mill, 
in his work on “ Liberty,” said— 

“Tf all mankind minus one were of one 
opinion, and only one person were of the 
contrary opinion, mankind would be no more 
justitied in silencing that one person than that 
one person would be justified, if he had the 
power, in silencing mankind.” 


He did not think one day was sufficient 
for the discussion of the financial Resolu- 
tion. Important provisions like those 
contained in Clause 13 ought not to be left 
as one of the six or eight clauses to be | 
discussed in a single day. He urged the | 
right hon Gentleman to endeavour to find | 
some system which would make the debates | 
on this subject interesting and do away | 
with the wholesale use of the guillotine. | 
If the Government could not meet them | 
in this way he hoped that some system | 
would be adopted | 





under which the | 


they were being robbed of opportunities 
of free dscussion at the whim of the 
Government. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said they had been told that 
the Resolution would destroy the efficiency 
of the House of Commons, which was being 
turned into a mere machine to register 
the decrees of the Government. 
noble Lord opposite had said that if they 
took 400 members from the street and 
brought them into the House they would 
be able to carry this Resolution just as 
well as it was being done by hon. Mem- 
bers sitting on the Ministerial side. He 
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hon. Members who did not follow the 
Government just as they were told, and 
he had always voted according to what 
he thought was right. He wished to 
appeal to the House to consider this 
question from a business standpoint. He 
was sure hon. Members had been simply 
astounded at the deliberate waste of 
time that took place in the House of 
Commons. This measure had been con- 
sidered in the House for eleven and a half 
days, and he would like to ask was there 
any Committee of business men outside 
the House which would have taken that 
length of time to deal with the subject. 
There were certain men in the House of 
Commons who talked upon every con- 
ceivable subject which came before them, 
whether they had any knowledge or not, 
with the result that the House was bored 
to death and did not want to listen 
to them. He might take the last speech 
they had heard as an example, because 


with the exception of the noble Lord 


“1 gs . ae Ee | opposite there was not a single member 
guillotine might be applied in such a way | nt ee 


( siti 3 at | ° 
that the Opposition would not feel that | every Member of the House of Commons 


of the Opposition listening to him. If 


|was to be allowed to speak on every 
| subject, it would be impossible for the 
| Government to get legislation through. 
What the country had returned hon. 
| Members to the House of Commons for 
was not so much to discuss, as to pass 
legislation. If the Prime Minister went 
out of his way to give any more time he 
would disappoint his supporters who 
were of opinion that sufficient time had 
been allotted already for a thorough 
discussion of the matter. 





wished to point out that there were many 


Question, put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 324; 
Noes, 84. (Division List No. 157.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.J° 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joszph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight)} 


Mr. Courthope. 


Barlow, Percy ( 
| Barnes, G. N. 


| Beauchamp, E. 
Beck, A. Cecil 
Rell, Richard 


Berridge, T. H. 


Billson, Alfred 


Blake, Edward 


Barlow,JohnEmmott(Som’rs’t | 


| Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
| Barry,RedmondJ.(Tyrone,N.) 


| Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. | 


| Bethell.SirJ.H.(Essex,Romf’rd | 
| Bethell,T. R.( Essex, Maldon) 


Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 


Boland, John 

| Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Bright, J. A. 

| Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F. L.(Lanes.. Leigh) 
Brunner, RtHnSirJ. T(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley O, 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SidneyCharles 
' Byles, William Pollard 


Bedford) 


D. 
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Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman,SirH. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, RtHn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clarke,C.Goddard( Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,SirT.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dickinson, W.H.(S. Pancras, N. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunean,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Duna, A. Edward(Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall} 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
vans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawoey 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glendinning, R. G. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Danie] Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood,G.( Peterborough) 
(jreenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt.Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt.Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harrington, Timothy 
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Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazelton Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W. ) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,ColonelIvor( Mon.,S.) 
Herbert.T. Arnold( Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vinzent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John( Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H.(Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law,Hugh A.( Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R.( Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M(FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, JohnGordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 

Mac Veigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield. Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Meagher, Michael 
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Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morton, Alpheus Cleephas 
Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Done’st’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’cy Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, James(Roseom’on, N. 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearce, Robert(Staffs. Leek} 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W. H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps,Col. [vor(S’thampton) 


Philipps,J. Wynford(Pembroke 
| Philipps, OwenC.( Pembroke) 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C. E.(Edinb’gh,Central} 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John .(Watertord) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F.( Wolverh’mpt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, JohnH.(Denbighs). 
Robertson, Rt HnE./ Dundee) 
Robertson,SirGScott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East} 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) , 


| Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 


Scott,A.H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E 

Seddon, J. 

Show, Rt. Hon. T.( HawickB. ) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 


“ 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth,ThomasF.(Leitrim,S.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, TheodoreC. Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisb’ry 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHn.A.J.(City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barrie, If. T. (Londonderry.N. 
Beach, Hn. MichaelHughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson. Rt. Hon. S:r Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn {Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. ) 
Chamberlain. Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
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Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker,H. DeR.( Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L.(Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John(Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) | 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S, 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk 
White,J. D.( Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 


NOES. 


Craig,CaptainJames(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston. Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Whitl2y,JohnHenry( Halifax) 
Whittaker,SirThomasPalmer 


| Wiles, Thomas 
| Wilkie, Alexander 


Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(C «rmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John Durham, Mid) 


| Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 


Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 


' Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Mr, 
Whitley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert, Torrens 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, Abel}. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lione! 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.(. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George’ 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEes—Sir 
Alex inder Acland- Hood and 
Viscount Valentina. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby-|did not think it could be claimed 





shire, W.) moved to leave out the words | that the scheme, either in regard to 
“including the financial Resolution | the amount it would cost, or in regard 
relating thereto.” He was somewhat!to a matter which, to his mind, was 
encouraged to hope that the Government | much more important, namely, its form 
would accept this Amendment. He | and purpose, had received adequate dis- 
understood that the argument in favour | cussion in previous debates. At Question 
of including the financial resolution in| time there had been a certain amount of 
the closure proposal was based on two/ elucidation given by the Secretary of 
grounds. One was that this was an/ State for War in answers to the right 
enabling Bill, and the other that a great | hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
number of the points had previously | of Dean. He was sure the right hon. 
been dealt with to a very considerable | Gentleman would agree that the method 
extent on the Second Reading. He! of extracting information by Question 
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and Answer as to the real proposals | that it was the intention of the Govern- 
of the Bill was unsatisfactory, and ment to take the Report stage at the 
ought not to be encouraged to any. 


considerable extent. 
were only anxious that there should be 


He and his friends | 


beginning of the second day. It must 
be obvious. to the House that the Report 


| stage on such a Resolution afforded by 


an opportunity for the financial proposals | 
in connection with this measure being | 
adequately discussed as a whole, and | 


not in the partial or detached manner 
in which the debates 
been conducted. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had given them some 
to hope that he would accept this 
Amendment, for only that day he had 
stated in reply to a Question by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean that on the Committee 
stage of the financial Resolution he would 
make a statement, and further that he 
would consider the possibility or desir- 
ability of laying a statement on the 
Table of the House. That, at any rate, 
was sufficient to show that the right hon. 
Gentleman admitted that the House of 
Commons was not yet fully apprised of 
the intentions of the Government with 
reference to the financial operation 
of the measure. He hoped, therefore, 
the right hon. Gentleman would be 
able to see his way to remove the 
financial Resolution from the opera- 
tion of the guillotine. Personally 
he did not think that the discussion of 
the Resolution would take very long. He 
was very much in the dark at present, 
and while he did not wish hostilely to 
criticise the right hon. Gentleman, he 
wanted to know the exact nature of 
the proposals, how the accounts would 
come before the House of Commons, how 
they would be dealt with in the Com- 
mittee stage, and how they would come 
before the Public Accounts Committee 
and the Comptroller and Auditor General. 
It was upon these questions that short 
explanations from the right hon, Gentle- 
man would clear away many doubts and 
uncertainties which existed in their 
minds at present. It must be evident 
that if they followed the course laid down 
in this Resolution, to all intents and pur- 
poses it would be practically certain that 
on the Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution there would be no discussion, 


for it was tu be taken at the conclusion | 
of the first day. He did not know whether | 


the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean had been informed on 


had hitherto | 


reason 


the matter, but he did not think the. 
House of Commons had been informed | 


no means an adequate opportunity for 
discussing it. Hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen now sitting on the Treasury 
Bench when in opposition attached very 
considerable importance to the constitu- 
tional point of view, and maintained that 
the rights of the House of Commons 
should be safeguarded by having due 
time for the discussion of such Resolutions. 
It was the almost universal feeling that 
this safeguard should not be dispensed 
with unless there was grave and sufficient 
reason for so doing. The practical effect 
of the guillotine Resolution would be to 
exclude this constitutional check on the 
expenditure of the country which had 
been one of the privileges of the House 
Commons. He might be told that 
questions which could be raised on 
the Resolution could also be raised on the 
clause of the Bill. There were a good 
many alterations which he felt inclined 
to suggest to the Government by way 
of Amendments to that clause. He 
had hitherto refrained from putting 
an Amendment on the Paper because he 
did not know exactly what the Govern- 
ment proposed to do finally; and he 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to clear up this point, as 
there was a very general desire in the 
House that more definite information 
should be given. The Resolution, although 
technically not a part of the Bill, was yet 
a distinct stage in its passage through the 
House. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 2, to leave out the words ‘including 
the financial Resolution relating thereto.’”— 
(Mr. Cavendish.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) asked whether 
the financial Resolution, being a distinct 
proceeding, ought not to have a particular 
time allotted to it. Sub-section (a) said 
that Clauses 1 and 2, and the Committee 
stage of the financial Resolution were to 
be brought to a conclusion on the first 
allotted day. It was obvious if that 
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reading was correct that the financial | 
Resolution might not be discussed at all. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he did not think | 
that the fears of the hon. Members were 
well founded, since the Report stage of the 
financial Resolution must be taken first 
on the second allotted day. There was, | 
moreover, nothing to prevent the House | 
saying that discussion of any Bill should | 
not be taken at all. 


Mr. HALDANE said that Mr. Speaker 
had anticipated his reply to the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite. The difficulty 
on which the right hon. Gentleman had 
dwelt was purely imaginary. The pro- 
cedure was that Clauses 1 and 2, and 
the Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution should be discussed and 
concluded on the first allotted day. The 
Committee stage of the Resolution was a 
pure matter of form, because the whole— 
thing could be discussed over again on 
the Report stage. Then Section 1 of 
Clause 3, in the Bill itself, must be 
discussed on Committee stage and also on 
the Report stage, which would serve as 
good a purpose for discussion by hon. 
Members opposite. Then there were 
subsequent sections of Clause 3, on which 
there would be an opportunity for full 
discussion on the financial proposals. 
That was the answer as regarded pro- | 
cedure. In respect to substance he had 
undertaken to make a statement in 
Committee, or to lay a Paper before the 
House—possibly he would do both— 
explaining the mode of working the 
finance of the Bill. He repeated what 
the Prime Minister had said, that it was 
the intention of the Government to | 
apply to that part of the money spent | 
through general officers commanding the | 
Territorial Forces the strict rules of | 
Army finance. When they came to the 
money raised and spent locally from the | 
sums in the hands of the Volunteers the 
application of the Army Finance Act 
would not be so strictly enforced. 


Capr7ain CRAIG (Down, E.) said that 
tue right hon. Gentleman had said 
that the financial Resolution could 
le discussed fully on the Report | 


stage, but he had forgotten that all | 
the time that discussion was taking 
place the other parts of the Bill on which 
manv hon. Members desired to have a 
full discussion would be blocked. On 


Mr. Wii Viam Lutherford. 
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questions involving expenditure of 
large sums surely it was important 
that the powers of control which 
the House had looked upon with 
much jealousy in the past should not be 
handed over to parties outside the House 
without full discussion. He had no 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman had 
not fully realised how strongly feeling 
would run outside the House on this 


’ City Railway Bill. 


| question of the disposal of the money. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 


if the Opposition would picture themselves 


| as business men sitting down to work out 


the details of a Bill, the whole thing 


| could be got through in a few days. He 


did not pretend to be a clever business 
man, but he thought that the Committee 
of business men would not at the end 
of six or seven days feel that they had 
done justice to it. The hon. Member for 
Barnstaple had admitted that the Secre- 
tary for War might have trusted the 
Opposition with the possession of a little 
common sense which would have led 
them to come to an arrangement for 
full and fair discussion. If the right 
hon. Gentleman was desirous that the 
Bill should go through in an impartial 
spirit, and be made a Bill good for the 


Army and good for national defence, 


he could not secure his object in a 
than by accepting the 
spirit of the Amendment just moved. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, and there being frivate Busi- 
ness set down by direction of the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means under Standing 
Order No. 8, further Proceeding was 
postponed without Question put. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAIL- 
WAY BILL (By ORDER). 
Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, ke now 
considered.” 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) on be- 
half of the Corporation of the City moved 
that the Bill be considered that day six 
months. He said that in 1902 the com- 
pany obtained pcwers 10 eastend their 
line from Finsbury Place to Lothiiry. 
The Corporation opposed the Bill he: ause 
tl.e company proposed t» build a station 
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in the public way, in the improvement of | Railway lines in the City could not be 


which the Corporation had spent about | worked without restriction. 
They held that the company | point, however, that he wanted to make 


£40,000. 


The main 


should purchase land for their station. | on this occasion was that the company 


The 
to take land expired eighteen months 
ago, and the rest of the Act would 
expire in two or three months. He 


contended that the company ought to | 


come to the House with a new Bill 
instead of asking for a renewal of the old 
Act. In 1902 a great point was made 
in Committee that the company 
were going to extend their line 400 
yards into the City, but did not propose 
to charge any extra fare for that distance. 
{An Hon. Member: That statement was 
made in Committee and denied and dis- 
proved.| It appeared from the evidence 
that statement was made. Sir Charles 
Scotter stated that ‘“ his own idea was that 
the company would make it a twopenny 
tube for any distance ” and they were not 
adding this piece of line in order to get 
an increased fare. The engineer, Sir 
Douglas Fox, also, asked whether “it 
would not be possible to charge extra fares 
on account of the railway going 400 yards 
further into the City,” said he “ should 
think not, but that did not mean that the 
line would not be a revenue producer.” 
Again, asked whether they would charge 
any additional fares for this little bit of 
additional extension, the witness replied, 
“No, I should think not.” It was there- 
fore understood by the Corporation and 
the Committee that the company were 
not to charge any additional fares; but 
now they came and said that they pro- 
posed to increase the fare by one half- 
penny for this 400 yards, or an increase 
of 25 per cent. The opinion of the City 
Corporation was that this company could 
not possibly complete these works, as 
they would want further capital to do 
so, and were not likely to get it, and 
because, as everybody knew, these tube 
railways were not paying very well. 
This line was what was called a con- 
tractor’s line, the contractors building it 
and taking all the risk up to a certain 
time. The problem which the City had 
to deal with in managing the immense 
traffic was a very difficult one, and 


power under the Act of 1902) 
‘for which the City had paid about 


of the public. 


ought not to take this piece of roadway 


£40,000 to improve it for the benefit 
They certainly should 
not be allowed to take it without 
paying for it, but the Corporation did 
not want them to take it even if they did 
pay, because the Corporation did not 
want it taken away from the public. 
When the Bill was before the House a 
short time ago the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade urged that it 
ought to be considered upstairs, and the 
promoters endeavoured to make use of 
that speech. They had no right to do 
that, because the Board of Trade had 
their own way of communicating with 
Committees. The City objected to specu- 
lative companies promoting Bills for taking 
over property upon which the Corporation 
had spent large sums of money for public 
purposes. They insisted that such con- 
cessions should be properly discussed. 
The company had had these concessions 
in their pockets since 1902 to make use 
of on the Stock Exchange, and they 
wanted to get them into their pockets 
again ; but Parliament had held over and 
over again that such concessions ought 
not to be granted to companies unless 
they intended to carry them out. They 
wanted to get the Board of Trade clause 
as to commencing the works within a 
given time into the Bill, but did not 
succeed, and, up to the present, though 
he did not know what would happen 
elsewhere, they had obtained nothing, 
and were to lose ground for which they 
paid about £40,000. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty), 
in seconding the Amendment, said he 
was not at all surprised at the objec- 


' tion raised to this Bill by his hon. friend 


they always had to see that certain re- 


strictions were placed on companies. 
They did not, however, oppose companies 
unnecessarily. In fact, they had been 
accused of too lightly allowing railway 
companies to come into the City. 


VOL. CLXXIIL [Fourts Srrtes.] 


who had for many years devoted himself 
to obtaining the best possible facilities for 
the travelling public. He objected to 
this everlasting asking for extension of 
time and concessions to railway companies 
in the interest very often of Stock Ex- 
change speculators. They came to the 
House to get a Bill passed with no inten- 
tion of carrying out the concessions ob- 
tained. The matter then stood over for five 
or ten years until the company could raise 
sufficient money from the public to carry 
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out the project, at a cost, in this parti- 
cular case, of an additional 25 per cent. 
on the fares as arranged in the original 
3ill—and that in the face of the evidence 
of Sir Charles Scotter and Sir Douglas 
Fox, the celebrated engineer, who 
distinctly stated that there would be no 
additional fare charged for this extra 
distance of 400 yards. It was a bad 
system to allow Bills to stand over for 
a number of years, and then to allow 
the companies to come forward and ask 
for extra benefits for themselves whilst 
giving less advantages to the public. 
He had not the slightest hesitation 
in supporting his friend. This was 
a system which must, in the interest 
of the public, be stopped, and the 
sooner it was stopped the better. It 
was a system that ought not to be 
encouraged, and if the Motion went to a 
division he should vote with his hon. 
friend. He hoped the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade would see that the public 
interest was protected. 


Amendment proposed — 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘this 
day six months.’”’—(.M/r. Morton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
KEARLEY, Devonport) said that if they 
considered what had taken place within 
the last three months the House would 
agree with him that the hon. Member 
who moved the Motion might have apolo- 
gised for taking up the time of the 
House in this way. 
the hon. Gentleman, as the official spokes- 
man of the Corporation of London, made 


a speech setting forth all his objections | 


to the Second Reading of the Bill. Those 
were the precise objections he put forward 
before the Committee which considered 
the Bill in 1902 when these powers 
were originally granted. On that occa- 
sion the hon. Gentleman said the railway 
was of no use; that it would never be 


made, and would never be used if it was | 
He on that occasion answered all | 


made, 
the points of the hon. Gentleman and did 
not propose to go into them now. 
were fully discussed by the House, which 


came to the conclusion that there was | 


no ground for rejecting the Bill. The 
Mr. Weir. 


{COMMONS} 


On the 7th March, | 


They | 
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| Bill then went upstairs and the hon. 
Gentleman, again as the official spokesman 
of the Corporation of London, submitted 
his evidence, and the Committee came 
to the same conclusions as were arrived 
at in 1902, namely, that the Corporation 
‘of London had not made out a case for 
the rejection of the Bill. Now, after the 
Committee had heard his evidence, the 
hon. Gentleman again came to the House 
and moved the rejection of the Bill and 
told the House that if he was not 
successful he would try again elsewhere. 
In a case like this, he thought a great 
corporation like that of the City of 
London, in doing what they had, were 
not treating the House with proper re- 
spect. He was afraid they had fallen 
into the hands of bad advisers. The 
junior Member for the City of London, 
the other day, when speaking on the 
Worthing Gas Bill, gave the House 
some good advice. ‘The hon. Gentle- 
man said that when a case _ had 
been heard and witnesses examined and 
cross-examined by counsel, he took the 
very strongest objection to the Bill being 
opposed in the House. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Sutherlandshire, with 2 pertinacity 
worthy of a better cause, asked the House 
to reject the Bill. For his part, and he 
said so plainly, he thought that was an 
abuse of the procedure of the House, and 
he hoped the House would show its sense 
of the action of the hon. Gentleman by 
rejecting the Motion. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) hoped his hon. friend would 
take the same course as he took on the 
occasion of the Second Reading. The 
Committee, of which he was a Member, 
which considered this Bill carefully, con- 
‘sidered it for two days, and the only 
opposition to it was that of the hon. 
Member. They gave every attention to 
-his evidence, recognising not only his 
| position in the House, but also that he 
represented the Corporation of the City 
of London, and had also paid special 
attention to London traftic. After giving 
weight to his evidence, the Committee, 
unanimously and without hesitation, 
passed the preamble of the Bill. They 
were fortified in their action by the fact 
‘that the Board of Trade approved the 
Bill and that it was merely an extension 
‘of the Bill of 1902. They recognised 
that the Bill represented a /onw fide in- 
tention on the part of responsible men to 
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make this railway as soon as they could 
find the money, and beyond that they 
also felt that nobody would be prejudiced 
by adelay of three years. Under all these 
circumstances, he hoped the hon. Member 
would withdraw his Motion, or, if it went 
to a division, the House would vote 
against it and support the Committee. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said that if it was competent for 
the Member for Ross-shire to support 
the Member for Sutherland, it was com- 
petent for anyone who laboured for his 
daily bread in the City of London to 
give his views upon this Bill. He 
submitted that this was a case in 
which a few words might be said 
with advantage upon the raid of the Picts 
and Scots upon the Bill before the 
House. The opposition to the scheme 
had been a vain opposition, and had 
failed both on the Second Reading and 
in the Committee upstairs. He wished 
to take exception to what had been said 
with regard to those engaged in the pro- 
motion of the Bill. If anybody had 
the curiosity to look up the names of the 
directors of the company, they would be 
found to be men at the least not 
less respected in the City of London 
than the hon. Member for Suther- 
landshire himself. As one who knew 
the City well, he desired to say that 
this extension of 400 yards would 
he extremely useful, and people who 
were in haste would gladly pay the 
halfpenny it was proposed to charge. 
These attacks, which occurred with 
surprising regularity whenever any 
railway Bill came before the House, were 
extremely detrimental, not only to the 
companies concerned, but also to the 
commerce and trade of the country, 
So amazed was he when the hon. 
Member made his _ first opposition 
to this Bill, that he asked an old 
Parliamentary hand what was the 
cause of it, and the old Parliamentary 
hand said it was probably due to the 
absence of third-class sleepers on the 
railway. He pointed out that the line 
was only 300 or 409 yards long, but his 
friend said “Oh! that would not stand 
in the way of the said Member,” and 
then asked what .the name of the com- 
pany was He said the Great Northern 
and City, whereupon his friend replied, 
“Why did you not tell me that before. 
There is a Member of this House 
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who opposes every railway Bill that 


‘has the word ‘Northern’ in it.” He 


did not wish to take up the time of 
the House, but he observed that whenever 
railway Bills came before them they 
were always treated as if railway pro- 
prietors were rich people with interests 
altogether different from those of the 
taxpayer or of poorer people. The fact 
was that in most of the big railway 
companies 60 per cent. of the holders of 
stock held sums under £500, which could 
scarcely be regarded as a venial accumu- 
lation of capital. As regarded the 
perpetual reiteration of the alleged 
“monopoly” granted, the whole of 
the country was now mapped out 
like a gridiron ; they could not drive in 
any direction without crossing a railway 
line, and underground, in London, there 
would soon be almost as much _pres- 
sure and competition as above ground. 
What was the position? On the sum of 
£1,282,000,000 invested in railways the 
total return was 3°27 in 1905, during 
which time fifteen of the companies paid 
£21,000,000 in wages. He asked 
whether there was not really some point 
in that remark, because the figures 
showed whether or not it was wise to 
maintain or support this perpetual 
opposition to railway companies whose 
capital returned, on the whole, only 
532i per cent. Out of thirty-nine com- 
panies moreover which he had looked up, 
the stock of only nine stood above 
par. The hon. Member below him had 
spoken with indignation of the charge 
of one halfpenny for going 400 yards, 
though many of them paid a penny for 
going as far in their lives. 


*Mr. MORTON said he did not speak 


' with indignation ; what he said was that 


they had promised not to make any 
further charge. 


*Mr. REES said the amount was not a 
very excessive charge for going 400 yards. 
Were railway stockholders mere altruists ? 
They got little enough as it was for their 
money. He asked whether it was fair 
that the Great Eastern, which did the 
most local traftic in London, should run 
its trains from Walthamstow to Liverpool 
Street at a cost of 3-7 per mile, and should 
get 3°27 The District Railway Company’s 
average receipts from workmen’s tickets 
was 0°65, while it cost the company 1:22 
to carry the workmen, and that was 


3D 2 








1431 Central London 


about 30 per cent. of their traffic. It 
reminded him of the time when he was 


in California, and when he took a ticket | 


to go across America. He was told that 
if he had only come alittle earlier he could 
have gone across for nothing and got a 
bunch of bananas at the end of the 
journey. But that was the result of 
competition and not of ignorant and 
wanton depreciation. He did not know 
why people who put capital in railway 
companies should not receive some return. 
He submitted that it was an altogether 
wanton opposition to this Bill. These 
Bills were brought forward at a great 
deal of cost, and the works for which 
they provided were frequently thrust 
upon the companies owing to competi- 
tion, and it was by no means certain 
that in such a case as this and in many 
such cases that they were going to reap 
much profit. In France the other day 
the Minister of Finance described the 


prosperity of the country as such that | 


almost every person in it had some 
interest in the railway companies. He 
feared that was not a criterion of pros- 
perity here. He maintained that this 
was entirely germane to the present 
discussion, and instead of regarding,the 
railway companies as enemies it was far 
better to treat them as friends, as helping 
communication, and as spending vast 
sums on wages. The hon. Member 
below him had described himself as a 
representative of the City in this matter, 
but he was informed that the hon. Mem- 
ber carried everything he wanted through 
the City Council by mere pertinacity. 
When he brought anything in he stuck 
to it, and, others going away because 
they had other work or were tired out, 
he carried through a wearied and 
attenuated council his resolution, and 
then came there and said he represented 
the City. He was in the City the greater 
part of every day himself, and he did 
not hesitate to express his doubt as to 


the hon. Member representing the City | 


in any shape or form whatsoever. But 
whether the hon. Gentleman represented 


the City or not, he did say that this | 


400 yards of railway was very much 


needed, and that the factious and oft- | 


repeated opposition to it deserved to be 


described in stronger terms than those used | 
by the hon. Member on the Front Bench. | 


Mr. E. H. LAMB (Rochester) said he | 
begged to take exception to the course | 


Mr. Rees. 


{COMMONS} 
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adopted by the hon. Member for Suther- 
land. Without going into the merits or 
demerits of the Bill, he asked the hon. 
Gentlemen to withdraw his Motion, in 
the interests both of the Corporation and 


| of the House. For his part he did not 


think that the hon. Member for Suther- 
land accurately represented the views of 
the City Corporation at this stage. 
Whatever was the action he might have 


desired to take in another place, he 


wished to say that the action of the hon. 
Member was most unfortunate, and, as 
another Member of the Corporation, he 
dissociated himself from him. 


*Mr. EDMUND LAMB (Herefordshire, 

Leominster) said that, as a Member of 
the Committee, he had examined this 
Bill very carefully, and he had come to 
the conclusion that this extension was 
very much required and would be of 
benefit to the public. The railway 
carried 16,000,000 passengers every year. 
This distance of 400 yards would make 
a great difference to people going to 
business, and the position of the Corpor- 
ation was very difficult to understand. 
There was no alternative proposal to this, 
which he thought would be in the 
interests of the public. 


*\Mr. MORTON said he did not wish 
to detain the House, and he asked leave 
to withdraw the Motion, but not at all 
because of anything that had been said 
behind him. He wished that people 
who spoke about the Corporation would 
be correct and read the Minutes in which 
it was recorded that the Corporation 
authorised the opposition. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member cannot make another speech. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 
[By ORpER. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Bill be read a second time that day six 
months, said he had to oppose this 
railway Bill on the Second Reading 
because the Corporation had no locus 
stindi before the Committee. The Bill 
proposed to confer powers upon the 
Central London Company in regard to 
their undertaking, and it was opposed 
by the Corporation, not because it did 
any work within the City, but 
because a necessary work which should 
have been included had been left out. 
As long ago as 1897 they were consider- 
ing the question of subways in front of 
the Royal Exchange, and how they could 
he connected up with the railways. If 
they took the trouble to read the minutes 
of the Corporation they would find that 
in 1897, when this matter was being 
considered, they received notice that 
a station was about to he built at 
the corner of Lombard Street, also 
called the Bank Station on the City and 
South London Electric Railway. When 
the plans were submitted for that station 
they objected to them, and called upon 
the South London Company to connect 
up their station by a subway with the 
Central Railway Company’s _ station, 
on the Jevel of the booking office, 
and also a deep level subway. When 
the matter was being considered Sir 
Jenjamin Baker wrote to them stating 
that the terms asked by the Central 
London Railway Company made the 
carrying of the Corporation’s proposals 
practically prohibitory on account of the 
very large sum which they were asked 
by the Central London Company to 
carry it out. The Corporation eventu- 
ally got the deep level subway connection 
which had been of great use to the 
public and the Companies; but not 
desiring to press the City and South 
London Railway too harshly they gave 
up for the moment their demand for the 
booking oftice level subway. In 1901 the 
Central Railway Company themselves 
came before the Corporation committee, 
and at that time they intended to present 
a Bill to Parliament to complete their 
circle as they called it. The Corporation 
thereupon told the railway company that 
they would not consider their Bill until 
they had settled the question of communi- 
cation between their own line and the 
City and South London Railway and 
King William Street. Thereupon the 
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company agreed to construct the sub- 
way, making only one condition, that 
the City and South London Railway 
should agree to it. They went so far as 
to submit a plan of this subway and the 
Corporation approved the plans and 
considered the matter settled. The posi- 
tion of the matter now was that although 
five years had gone by, nothing had 
been done to construct the subway. 
Those who knew anything about city 
traffic knew how necessary it was that 
everything should be done to make 
use of these subway facilities, A letter 
was written by the Town Clerk to the 
City and South London Railway in 
regard to this subway, and they replied 
that they had no objection to it, and 
nothing was said about their paying any 
part of the expense. Ever since the 
year 1902 they had been unable to get 
the subway built, and the reason the 
Corporation were opposing the Bill now 
was that the construction of the subway 
ought to have been included in the Bill 
as promised. He knew they argued that 
the construction was subject toa concession 
that another subway should be taken over 
by the Corporation, but that had 
nothing to do with the matter. Instead 
of constructing the subways as_ pro- 
mised, the company now repudiated 
the matter altogether. The City 
Corporation were acting in the in- 
terests of the public, and he made 
no excuse for bringing the matter 
forward. He regretted to say that 
corporations got little sympathy from 
Parliament with regard to matters which 
were not personal to the corporations, 
and he was sorry that the Board. of 
Trade had seen fit to attack them as if 
they had some personal interest in this 
matter. The first duty of the Board of 
Trade ought to be to protect the public 
against all these companies. When these 
consessions and monopolies were granted 
to railway companies it was assumed that 
they were not granted for the benefit of 
shareholders, speculators, or adventurers, 
and he hoped the Corporation of 
the City of London would get some 
assistance from the Board of Trade in 
this matter. He begged to move that 
this Bill be read a second time this day 
six months. 


Mr. SMEATON 
formally seconded. 


(Stirlingshire) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Morton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said it 
was the duty of the Board of Trade to 
protect the interest of the public, and he 
denied that they favoured companies. 
He thought it was very wrong of the 
hon. Member to make any accusation of 
that kind. The Board of Trade had a 
duty to perform in connection with these 
matters, and they always acted im- 
partially, leaving their mind open and 
affording opportunities to both parties 
to state their grievances. They had 
always endeavoured as much as they 
possibly could to deal fairly with both 
sides. In regard to this Bill he had had 
the advantage of seeing the chairman of 
the Central London Railway and their 
solicitor, who had informed him that when 
they made their railway in 1897 they 
arranged for the construction of certain 
subways. But the Corporation of the 
City imposed that obligation on them 
and they had carried it out. They had 
also made a footpath under the street to 
avoid heavy traflic under the Mansion 
House. Further than that they had laid a 
subway into which all the water pipes, 
post-office wires, and other pipes were 
gathered together. The Corporation was 
the authority for underground pipes, but 
in regard to this particular pipe subway the 
Central London Railway were mainly re- 
sponsible. In November 1901 the company 
lodged notices of their intention to carry 
on the existing railway to such an extent 
as to convert it into a circular railway, 
and they opened friendly negotiations 
with the Corporation of the City of London 


‘COMMONS} 


| 


on the basis of getting the Corporation to | 


take over the pipe subway in return for 
which they were willing to make the 
underground connection described as the 
King William Street subway. The 
basis of the negotiations was that a 
circular railway should be made, and if 


that was not done the negotiations 
were to come to nothing. They 


agreed to make a subway, and certain 
conditions were undertaken by the 
Corporation. The 1902 Bill for a 
circular railway was rejected by the 
House. At that time all the railway 
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Bills affecting London were hung up in 
consequence of the appointment of the 
Commission on London traffic. He had 
read at considerable trouble the enormous 
amount of correspondence which had 
passed between the two parties, and he 
was bound to say that he saw nothing in 
it which would substantiate the case 
which his hon. friend sought to make. 
There was an undertaking to make a 
subway, with conditions. He knew 
nothing of the rights and wrongs of the 
case ; he formed the opinion he had stated 
from the correspondence and from a 
paragraph in a letter written by one of 
the partners of the solicitors of the com- 
pany, in which he said— 

“T have no hesitation in saying that there 

is not, and never was, an unconditional ayree- 
ment on the part of the Central London 
Railway to construct a subway.” 
That was the impression which he got 
himself from the correspondence. Seeing 
that this Bill sought to extend the 
Shepherd’s Bush end of the line by a few 
chains, he thought his hon. friend would 
be well advised if he withdrew his oppo- 
sition at this moment. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.) said he 
believed he could speak on this matter 
with absolute impartiality. He congratu- 
lated the Parliamentary Secretary on the 
fair way in which he had put the matter. 
He thought the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman would convey absolute con- 
viction, but for one circumstance, namely, 
that he appeared to have collected his 
entire information from one side only. 


Mr. KEARLEY: May I correct the 
hon. and learned gentleman ? The Board 
of Trade have gone into both sides of the 
case in detail, and I have looked into 
both sides. 


Mr. MOORE said he was far from 
saying that the hon. Gentleman was 
wrong in the conclusion arrived at. He 
probably was right. From the statement 
made by the hon. Gentleman it occurred 
to him that he had only received the 
account of one side of the case. He 
accepted the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman that he had been to both 
parties. If he had not interviewed 
the Corporation, as well as_ the 
Central London Railway, although he 
might be right in the conclusion he had 
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arrived at, it would be a conclusion 
arrived at on an ez parte statement. 


| 


{6 May 1907} 


| agreement. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I read the whole of | 


the correspondence between the parties. 
I did not go further. 


Mr. MOORE said the hon. Gentleman, 
had interviewed the solicitors of the 


Central London Railway, and as he | 


understood he had had no comimunica- 
tion with the representatives of the 
Corporation. 


*Mr. MORTON : None whatever ; he 
has not consulted us in any way. 


. o 

Mr. MOORE said that was the only 
point which he thought defective in the 
fair statement which the Parliamentary 
Secretary had placed before the House. 
The hon. Member for Sutherlandshire had 
isked the House not to allow advantages 
to be given by the railway company in 
one part of London because of a breach 
of agreement alleged to have been com- 
mitted in another part. He understood 
that was the entire case put by the hon. 
Member. 


*Mr. MORTON: That was the only 
way I could put it. 


Mr. MOORE said he was glad he had 
not misunderstood the hon. Member's 
remarks. Surely all this matter depended 
on a question of fact. The strength of 


the hon. Member's position depended on 


two things, first, that there was an 


agreement between the two parties, and, | 
secondly, that the agreement was not | 


carried out. 


The ascertainment of facts | 


was a matter which this House left to be | 


dealt with by Committees upstairs on 
the evidence brought before them. 
question whether there was or was not 


The | 


an agreement was one which the House | 


could not decide. 
ment which the railway company had 
not carried out, the corporation could 
during the past six years have brought 
an action to enforce it before the Railway 


If there was an agree- | 


Commission or in the Chancery J ivision. | 
| Resolution be proceeded with and pro- 


The hon. Member had said that the 
Corporation represented the public. If 
this agreement was in the interest of the 
public, the Corporation had grossly 
neglected its duty to the public for six 
years in not taking steps to enforce it. 
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*Mr. MORTON: May I tell my hon. 
friend that the Corporation had no sealed 
It is all contained in letters, 
and they had hoped they might trust to 
the honour of the company. 


Mr. MOORE said he did not think 
that a technical objection, that the agree- 
ment was not sealed, would weigh for 
much with the Chancery Division or 
the Railway Commission if equity was 
against the company. The Corporation 
had not attempted for six years to 
enforce the agreement. He thought, 
therefore, it would be contrary to the 
dignity of the House and ordinary fair 
usage between company and company, 
and man and man, if the House were to 
agree to the Motion which the hon. 
Member had made to penalise the com- 
pany in respect of a dispute of such very 
ancient origin. He was quite prepared 
to agree to the Bill going upstairs in the 
ordinary way for examination by an in- 
dependent Committee. 


*Mr. MORTON asked whether he might 
be allowed to correct a statement made by 
the Parliamentary Secretary, which was 


entirely incorrect ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member cannot be allowed to make a 
second speech unless it is merely a 
personal explanation. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (TERRI- 
TORIAL AND RESERVE FORCES 
BILL (ALLOCATION OF TIME)). 

Postponed Proceeding on Amendment 
to Question, “ That the Committee stage 
and Report stage of the Territorial and 

Reserve Fore2s Bill, including — the 

Financial Resolution relating thereto, 

shall be proceeded with in the following 

manner :—(a) That Clauses 1 and 2 and 
the Committee stage of the Financial 


ceedings thereon brought to a conclusion 
on the first allotted day ; (b) That the 
Report stage of the Financial Resolution 


_and Clauses 3 and 4 be proceeded with 


and the proceedings thereon brought to 
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a conclusion on the second allotted day ; 
(c) That Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded 
with and the proceedings thereon brought 
to a conclusion on the third allotted day ; 
(d) That Clauses 8 to 12 be proceeded 
with and the proceedings thereon brought 
to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day ; 
(e) That Clauses 13 to 27 be proceeded 
with and the proceedings thereon brought 
to a conclusion on the fifth allotted day ; 
(f) That the remaining clauses of the 
Bill and the schedules, and any new 
Government clauses and any new 
Government schedules, and any other 
matter necessary to bring the Committee 
stage to a conclusion, be proceeded with 
and brought to a conclusion on the sixth 
allotted day, and that the Chairman 
report the Bill to the House without 
Question put; (g) That two allotted 
days be given to the Report stage of the 
Bill, and that new clauses and Clauses 1 
to 15 of the Bill be proceeded with on 
the first of those allotted days and the 
proceedings thereon brought to a con- 
clusion on that day, and that the remain- 
ing clauses of the Bill and the schedules, 
and any other matter necessary to bring 
the Report stage to a conclusion, be pro- 
ceeded with on the second of those 
allotted days and the proceedings thereon 
brought to a conclusion on that day. 


After this Order comes into operation, 
any day (other than a Friday) shall be 
considered an allotted day for the pur- 
poses of this Order on which the Terri 
torial and Reserve Forces Bill is put 
down as the first Order of the Day, or 
on which any stage of the Financial 
Resolution relating thereto is put down 
as the first Order of the Day, followed 
by the Bill. 


At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day on 
which proceedings on any business 
allotted to that day are to be brought 
to a conclusion, the Chairman or Speaker 
shall, if those proceedings have not 
already been brought to a conclusion, 
put forthwith the Question or Questions 
on any Amendment or Motion already 
proposed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith the 
Question on any Amendments moved by 
the Government of which notice has 
been given, but no other Amendments, 
and on any Question necessary to dispose 
of the business to be concluded, and in 
the case of Government Amendments or 
of Government new clauses or schedules, 
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he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the clause 
or schedule be added to the Bill, 
as the case may be. 


At 11 p.m. on the day on which the 
Third Reading of the bill is put down as 
first Order of the Day, or if that day is a 
Friday at 5 p.m., the Speaker shall put 
forthwith any Question necessary to com- 
plete the proceedings cn that stage of 
the Bill. 

Proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not, on any allotted day 
on which proceedings or any business 
are to be brought to a conclusion under 
this Order, be interrupted under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to the Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the Terri- 
torial and Reserve Forces Bill (including 
the Financial Resolution relating thereto) 
stand as first Order of the day, no 
dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor Motion 
for adjournment under Standing Order 
10, nor Motion to postpone a clause, shall 
be received unless moved by a Ministe1 
of the Crown, and the Question on any 
such Motion shall be put forthwith with- 
out debate.”—(Sir HM. Cumplell-Banner- 


nian, )— 


Which Amendment was— 

‘In line 2, to leave out the words ‘ including 
the Financial Resolution relating thereto.’ ”— 
(Mr. Cavendish.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Captain CRAIG said that in Novem- 
ber, 1902, speaking on the question of the 
closure being applied to any financial 
measure, the present Prime Minister 
maintained that that procedure lessened 
the rights and privileges of the House of 
Commons and extended those of the 
Executive Government. If that was the 
view of the Prime Minister in 1902, 
they might be safe in saying that if the 
right hon. Gentleman had his own way 
the financial parts of this Bill would 
remain open for free discussion without 
having the guillotine applied to them. 
They recognised fully that in matters of 
this kind the Treasury would have the 
last word to say in regard to the distri- 
bution of the money from the Central 
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Fund which was to be allocated to the 
different Auxiliary Forces. What had to 
be decided in the future was most com- 
plicated, and ample time should therefore 
be given for discussion. If the Secretary 
for War would only persuade the Prime 
Minister to drop the Irish Council Bill, 
which Ireland did not desire, there would 
then be more time to discuss fully this 
important question, which affected the 
whole of the United Kingdom, its 
Territorial Forces, and the defence of 
its shores, 


Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said that discussion on the 
Financial Resolution, which entirely 
jeopardised the existence of the Auxiliary 
Forces, should not be curtailed. 


{6 May 1907} 





The | 


debate ought to last two or three days. | 


The criticism of the hon. Member for 
Kast Edinburgh and of the late Chief 
Secretary for Ireland had not been 
answered. It was perfectly scandalous 
that, when the expenditure of the 
taxpayers’ money was in question, a 
time limit should be put to the debate. 
There was no precedent for it. He de- 
sired to protest in the strongest way 
possible against the way in which the 
Grovernment were forcing the measure 
through the House by the curtailment of 
the privileges of Members. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said that the Secretary of 
State for War had told them that he 
was going to make another statement on 
the subject of the finance of the Bill, but 
the very frequency with which these state- 
ments followed one another was evidence 
of the confusion into which the Govern- 
ment had fallen. A Statement was of 
cardinal importance, and ought to be 
before the House and to have full discus- 
sion, which it certainly would not have 
under the proposed Resolution. He main- 
tained that the scheme of the finance of 
the Bill had given, from the very start to 
now, an entirely wrong impression as to 
its cost. If such a_ statement had 





heen put forward by a limited liability | 


company, it would have been called 
a fraudulent prospectus. The right hon. 
Gentleman having given to the House 
and his Party the assurance that 
this new Parliament should scrutinise 
the finances of the country’ with 
the greatest care, he had not acted 
in accordance with his public pledges 
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or private inclinations. The approxi- 
mate Estimate was £2,750,000, but the 
Secretary of State for War apparently 
would not be held to that Estimate, but 
had come forward from time to time with 
certain proposals which would increase it. 
Therefore the Estimate which was laid 
before them was a delusion and entirely in- 
adequate. At the last moment, however, 
the right hon. Gentleman had promised 
them a new scheme, andhe only hoped that 
it would be explained more clearly than 
some of his other proposals had been. 
They did not want any vague approxima- 
tion, but a precise statement of fact, which 
he thought the House of Commons was 
entitled to ask for. Therefore, he asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to let them have 
an opportunity of examining the scheme. 
The right hon. Gentleman had told them 
that half the points of interest could not 
be discussed on the Bill, but he did not 
think that it was his province to inform 
the House of Commons of that fact: 
it should have come from the Chairman 
of Committees. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said they could not discuss 
the question of adjutants, but if they 
could not discuss it on the Bill they could 
do so on the Estimates. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman’s proposal on this 
subject was one of the gravest errors into 
which he was going to fall, and therefore 
he contended that they should have a 
full opportunity of discussing it. It ap- 
peared to him that in regard to the 
financial portion of the Bill, the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to destroy, not only 
the control of the House of Commons but 
the control of the Treasury over hundreds 
of thousands of pounds—indeed, a sum 
which would amount at least to two, 
three, or four millions. That was a 
subject with perhaps the least Party aspect 
of anything connected with the Bill, but it 
was certainly one of the most important, 
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and he was convinced that there 
were Members in every quarter of 
the House and of every shade of 


opinion who would deeply regret any 
action of the Government which pre- 
vented due discussion upon such a 
proposal for financial devolution. He 
thought it was a matter of immense 
gravity, especially as it was now admitted 
that the Financial Estimate was perfectly 
inadequate to the situation, and would 
not meet the whole of the liability in 
regard to the proposed Territorial Force. 
He therefore thought that they had a 
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strong case for asking the Government to 
revise their decision, and he confessed 
that to his mind the speech of the Secre- 
tarv of State was by no means con- 
vincing that the Government had done 
the right thing in this matter. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
hoped his hon. friend would not 
mind if he ventured to differ from him 
on one point. He had commenced his 
speech by saying, and he agreed with the 
noble Lord, that they had had sutticient 
memoranda from the Secretary of State 
for War. The noble Lord said that they 
had had fourteen of these memmoranda, 
but he should like fifteen, with time to 
discuss the last one. Therefore, he 
proposed to vote for the Amendment. 
As he understood the Resolution of the 
right hon, Gentleman, he proposed to take 
Clauses 1 and 2 and the Committee 
stage of the financial Resolution on the 
first allotted day, and speaking entirely 
as a taxpayer, and quite apart from the 
safety and the military needs of the 
Empire, he disapproved of the financial 
Resolution being dragged in at the tail 
end of an important discussion on Clauses 
1 and 2. The financial Resolution cer- 
tainly interested the taxpayer. He 
himself was not averse to paying what 
he considered to be a tair sum_ to 
maintain the Army, but he wanted to 
know before he was taxed that there was 
some chance of the money being properly 
spent. He understood that great military 
authorities like his hon. friend the 
Member for Sheftield and others, would 
take up the whole of the time of 
the first day in discussing military 
questions, and the result would be the 
taxpayer would have nothing to say in 
regard to the financial proposals. He had 
the greatest admiration for the right hon. 
Gentleman’s savoir faire, but he thought 
the most difficult part of this Bill was 
the financial part, and that the Secretary 
of State had carefully arranged his pro- 
posals for closure by compartments so 
that the question which would meet 


with the greatest opposition from 
the greatest number of Members 
would not be discussed at all. That 


might be all very well from the 

point of view of the right hon. Gentle- 

man, but it was not all very well, but 

very ill, from the point of view of the 

taxpayer. He therefore appealed to the 

right hon. Gentleman to give them a 
Lord Balearres. 


{COMMONS} 
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separate day on which to discuss the 
financial Resolution. He thought it was 
a revolution in procedure to mix up the 
Committee Stage of the Bill with the 
Committee Stage of the financial Resolu- 
tion. Hitherto there had not been any 
disposition or tendency towards obstruc- 
tion on this Bill, and there was no 
necessity to make a new precedent. If 
there was any obstruction in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in regard 
to the financial Resolution, it was always 
open to the right hon. Gentleman, who 
Was a man of courage, to move the 
closure, which he had no doubt would 
under such circumstances be granted. 
When the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to revolutionise the whole scheme for 
the defence of the country, he ought to 
give the House an opportunity of deal- 
ing with the financial proposals, and him- 
self an opportunity of showing that they 
would be successful. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) said he had hung 
back from taking part in the discussion 
because he had hoped that they were 
going to have some further utterance 
from the Treasury Bench. He thought 
the Amendment of his hon. friend was 
worthy of more consideration by the 
Government than they had yet given 
it, because it proceeded upon their own 
principle, and was in harmony with their 
own declarations. What was it that his 
right hon. friend proposed ? It was 
that, leaving intact all the rest of the 
closure procedure, the financial Resolution 
should be excluded from the Kesolution. 
It was not part of the Prime Minister's 
original idea to send the financial 
clauses upstairs, and the fact that he fore- 
shadowed as a part of the original pro- 
posal of sending the other parts upstairs, 
might be a reason for limiting the time 
on the discussion of those parts, but was 
no argument for limiting the discussion on 
the financial clauses. The right hon. 
Gentleman was on stronger ground when 
they considered, not only this Resolution, 
but his Amendment of the Rules of Pro- 
cedure. In the latter case he drew a 
distinction between financial and other 
business, and insisted that the House 
ought to retain the full control that 
hitherto had existed over all financial 
business. But the financial Resolutions in 
this case were the very Resolutions on 
which he proposed to curtail the rights of 
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discussion. Having succeeded a week or 
two ago in carrying through the House 


{6 May 1907} 
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| financial business, or, again, if they 
| looked to the justification urged by the 


an abrogation of the rights of the House | Prime Minister for introducing the pro- 
to discuss clauses in Committee, the | posed form of closure by compartments 


Government now came down and 
attempted to abrogate the rights of the 
House to discuss the financial clauses of 
the first Bill introduced under the new 
procedure. Let the House remember that 
finance was the crus of this question. 
The greatest difficulty that all had to 
contend with was the financial difficulty, 
and if that were eliminated anybody who 
occupied the position of the right hon. 
Gentleman could provide an Army. 


Finance was the cruz of the question, and | 


yet they were to be limited in their dis- 
cussion on the financial clauses. The 
finance of this Bill was serious. The 
right hon. Gentleman had issued many 
Papers to the House and had promised 
more. It was to be hoped those Papers 
would be more illuminating, and would 
atiord a more solid basis for their pro- 
ceedings. Hitherto, they had had only 
one estimate of the force of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s measure, and that the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, had torn to shreds and tatters, 
showing the House that the estimate 
upon which they were proceeding and 
which they thought was a true estimate 
was false, that they were living in a 
fool’s paradise, and at an early date 
would be undeceived. It was not only 
that the estimate presented was untrust- 
worthy, as the right hon. Gentleman 
would himself admit, but it did not repre- 
sent what was in his mind at the present 
time. The right hon. Gentleman had 
already pledged himself to fresh expendi- 
ture, but in addition the right hon. 
Member for Derbyshire had raised a 
serious question about the control the 
House exercised through the Public 
Accounts Committee and Comptroller and 
Auditor-General over the money to be 
expended. The right hon. Gentleman 


might be prepared to suggest means which | 
would meet the criticisms of his right hon. | 


friend, but no one could deny the gravity 
and importance of the issue raised. But 


was the House to have no full opportunity | 


of considering the new proposals 4 
Bill wasa veritable chameleon and changed 
its colour every time it came before the 
House. If they looked at the intrinsic 


importance of the question, or to the | 


general principles which the Government 
had laid down for the conduct of their 


This | 


at that stage of the Bill, everything 
pointed to the desirability—nay, to the 
necessity—of excepting the Financial 
| Resolution, and no argument that had 
been used in support of the closure in 
general was germane to this particular 
proposal. He should certainly support 
his right hon. friend if he went to a 
division. 


Mr. HALDANE said he was not 
entitled to speak again, but as there 
had been a general invitation to him to 
do so perhaps he might be allowed to 
reply to what had been said. He was 
sure that under the arrangement which 
had been made there was opportunity 
for complete discussion of the financial 


Resolution. The Committee stage of 
the Resolution would be taken on the 


first day, and the real debate upon it 
would come on Report, and also on the 
tirst sub-clause of Clause 3, which repeated 
the same thing over again. ‘Therefore, 
on the second day they had both the 
Resolution and the clause, and ample 
opportunity for discussion. As the 
Prime Minister had said, they meant to 
apply the ordinary method of army 
finance to the business of the associations 
as regarded all sorts of money matters. 
They proposed under a system of careful 
inspection to require the certificate of the 
general officer commanding in camp for 
the expenditure which Parliament was 
asked to defray. In that way they 
should preserve the advantages and 
improve the system of Parliamentary 
control which existed to-day in the 
volunteer force. They were driven to 
something of that kind, otherwise the 
Territorial Army would be thrown into 
red-tapeism and correspondence about 
every item. He hoped that he had 
shown that they did not desire to cur- 
tail discussion on finance nor upon other 
matters. He had undertaken to lay a 


| Paper on the Table of the House explain 


ing these matters. The right hon. Gentle 
man had uttered a heresy which he 


| confessed shocked him more than any 


other heresy in connection with this 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said, “If you want an efficient Army 
you must spend money.” They had 
| heard that doctrine again and again 
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in the history of the British Army, 
and it had led to colossal failure. 
The great armies of the world, the army 
of Germany and the army of Japan, for 
instance, had been organised on a basis 
of frugality, and it was that frugality and 
the necessity for frugality which had given 
efficiency to the army administration of 
those two countries. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had never suggested that the mere | 
spending of money would provide an | 
efficient Army. He did not want to 
refer to the instances of Germany and 
Japan, where they had compulsory service, 
which made a great difference. What he 
had said was that there were many ways 
of providing an efficient Army if money 
were no object, but the special difticulty 
of our problem was to provide an efficient | 
Army on the volunteer principle. 


Mr. HALDANE said he confessed | 
that it was an enormous difficulty ; but 
he feared that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had been affected by the damning 
heresy in military matters that a lavish 
expenditure would secure an efticient | 
Army. It was just the other way. He 
had asked German generals their ex- 
perience on the point and they had told 
him that by carefully considering the 
expenditure and thinking out the organisa- 
tion they got a really efficient Army and 
secured plenty of money for the things 
which were necessary. In regard to the 
fitteen day’s camp the estimate was 
£170,000; butif his conjecture was right, 
and they stayed the fifteen days, the sum 
would be £130,000. That was one item. 
The other was the provision for the 
walking-out dress. At the present 
moment he estimated that at something 
like £300,000 more. He had pointed out 
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that the auxiliary forces at present cost 
£4,500,000, and that the Territorial 
Army, on a basis pretty lavishly cal- 
culated, worked out at £2,850,000. 
He believed the working out of the whole 
thing would leave him a margin on which 
he would be able to work. He did not 
think that he had in this House the 
character of being extravagant, and he 
believed the estimate he had placed before 
the House might be relied upon to this 
extent—that they would keep very close 


| to the figures which had been given. In 
'framing his Estimates he felt sure the 


House, notwithstanding its mood for 
economy, would force him up, and he had 
provided himself with a margin for such 


a contingency. The increased camp 
allowance and the walking-out dress 


which he had undertaken to give would 
a considerable sum. But he 


believed the actual figures would work 


out very close to, if not actually at, the 
Estimate he had prepared. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the right 
hon. Gentleman’s most interesting speech 
was really conclusive in favour of the 
Amendment, for he had proved beyond 
question how great was the importance 
of the financial clauses of the Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman had got off his 
speech upon his proposals ; but it would 
he out of order to reply, and they were 
not going to have full opportunity of 
reply hereafter. He thanked the right 
hon, Gentleman for what he had just told 
them, for he could not have supplied 
them with a stronger argument for letting 
the House have its full liberty of debate 
when those clauses came on. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 286 ; Noes, 
87. (Division List No, 158.) 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) | 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) | Bertram, Julius 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset’ 


Barnes. G. N. 


Reauchamp, F. 
Beck, A. Cecil 
Bell, Richard 


Bennett, E. N. 


Mr. Haldane. 


Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Barry, E. (Cork. 
| Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 


| Bellairs, Carlyon 
| Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 


Berridge, T. H. D 


| Bethell,SirJ. H.(Essex,Rom’frd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 


3illson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Ss.) Black, Arthur W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
| Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,.J. F. L.( Lanes., Leigh 
Brunner, RtHnSirJ.T(Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
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Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 

Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

ee Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight | 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold. Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, Wiiliam J. 

Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 

Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 

Duckworth, James 

Dunean, C,( Barrow-in- Furness 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 

Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 

Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes,Hon. Eustace 

Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Fuller, John Michael F. 

Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn | 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 

Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 

Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 


| Henry, Charles S 
| Herbert, T. Arnold (W3 ycombe) | 
| Higham, John Sharp 


| Hooper, A. G. 

| Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
| Hudson, Walter 

| Hutton, Alfred Eddison 


| Illingworth, Percy H. 


| Jowett, F. W. 


; Lamont, 


| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 


| Morrell, Philip 
| Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
| Napier, T. B. 


; O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
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Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 

| Hodge, John 

Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hyde, Clarenion 


Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(S wansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Kearlev, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Norman 


| 
| 
| 
Lea, HughCecil (St. Pancras, E.) 
| 
| 


Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs) | 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 


M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 


} 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) | St 
| Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon(Launceston) | 
Marnham, F. J. | 
Massie, J. | 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Menzies, Walter 
Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport | 
Mond, A. | 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 


Newres, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 


O’Grady, J. 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 


| Philipps, Col. Ivor(S’thampton) 


Philipps, J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Centrat) 


| Price, Robt. John (Norfolk, E.) 


Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Searboro’ 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th) 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


| Robinson, S. 


Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Rose, Charles Day 


| Rowlands, J. 


Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Searisbrick, T. T. L. 


Scott. A. H.( Ashton under Lyne) 
Sears, J. E 
Seaverns, J. H. 


| Seddon, J. 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


Sherweli, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sileock, Thomas Ball 
| Simon, John Allsebrook 
| Spicer, Sir Albert 


anger, H. Y. 


Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Summerbell, T. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
| Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 


Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan., E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J. W.H.(Somers- 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent) 
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Ward, W. Dudley Southampton 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 


‘ 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(CityLond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hor. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman. W, Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clark, GeorgeSmith( Belfast,N. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM movec 


ment which he said he would explain 
Assuming that the 


without reading. 


{COMMONS} 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Kenry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 
Wilkie, Alexander 
| Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
| Williamy, Osmond (Merioneth) 


NOES. 


Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gordon. J. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess ot 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfor1 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F. W.F. Bury,S. Edm’ds 
Hill,Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hon.Col. W 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Col.-Lt. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham ) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. } 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William 


1 an Amend- 


; under 


Reserve Forces Bill. 


first four clauses of the Bill. 
freedom of discussion they could not get 
this Resolution even 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. 1’. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Rawlinson, John Frederick Pee! 
Roberts, S8.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Ruthertord, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheffield, Sir Berkeley George 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskiri 
Starkey, John R. 

Staveley- Hill, Henry (Staffs’h. } 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Noes—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Complete 


if it were 


Government allocated two days to clauses 
from 1 to 4, inclusive of the financial 
Resolution, he asked that they should 
allow for the rest of the Bill one more 
day, that was five days altogether, and 
that during those five days they should 
vive the House something approaching 
more nearly to freedom of discussion. 
Was it unreasonable to ask for one more 
day? The reply might be made that the 
principal points were in the first clauses 
of the Bill, and that the remaining clauses 
were not nearly of like importance. He 


ventured to say that in the judgment of 
the Leader of the Opposition, and those 
who acted with him, there were matters 
in the last thirty-four clauses of the Bill 
as important as, and perhaps more impor- 
tant than, the matter contained in the 


| pissed in the amended form which he 
| advocated. He urged that the critics of 


| the Bill, friendly as well as hostile, should 


| be the judges of what were the important 
| clauses among the thirty-four remaining 
‘in the Bill. He thought that was a 
reasonable plea. The right hon. Gentle- 
| Man was trying to minimise the import- 
}ance of the Bill by saying that these 
clauses were only enabling clauses. They 
were enabling clauses for which there was 
no precedent at all, and which were 
dangerous when they were dealing with 
| the future defences of the country. If they 
looked at the subject-matter of that part of 
the Bill, they would find that three 
| questions of immense interest were 
involved—the organisation, the training, 
and the obligation to serve in the 
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Auxiliary Forces. The Government under 
those thirty-four clauses took to them- 
selves enabling powers so full that they 
could organise the Auxiliary Forces out 
of existence or as an amalgamated body, 
or as a Territorial Army, or as a special 
reserve. Critics, friendly as well as _hos- 
tile, were entitled to choose the clauses 
which raised these important points. 
Full information should be given as to 
the organisation which the Government 


have decided ultimately to adopt. The 
(sovernment said that the ‘Territorial 


Foree was to be trained for fifteen days, 
but in a subsequent section power was 
taken to train that force for thirty days, 
and in another for eight days, or no days 
at all. On that matter the Bill gave the 
Gsovernment the widest possible latitude. 
Again, the really adequate training was 
only to be given after war had broken 
out, and not before. Further, under 
the Bill they gave themselves the enabling 
power to accept these forces for foreign 
service. Therefore the House was en- 
titled to say that they should have full 
opportunities for discussion of Clauses 6 
and 32 which dealt with organisation ; 
of Clauses 11 and 12, which dealt with 
obligation to serve; and of Clauses 14 to 
16, which dealt with training. His plea 
was that five days should be given to dis- 
cuss these thirty-four clauses, which would 
make an average of seven clauses per 
day. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 10, to leave out from the word 
‘That,’ to the word ‘allotted,’ in line 20, and 
insert the words ‘the remaining Clauses ot 
the Bill and the Sehedules, and any new 
Government Clauses and any new Govern- 
ment Schedules, and any other matter 
necessary to bring the Committee stage to a 
conclusion, be proceeded with and brought 
to a eonclusion on the seventh.’ — (Vr. 
Windham.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Resolution.” 


Mr. HALDANE said that the un- 
happy person who had to reply so 
frequently was in a very difficult  posi- 
tion. The House had just finished 
a series of criticisms upon the importance 
of giving prominence to the financial 
aspect of the Bill and that more time 
should be given to it. Now the ques- 
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organisation, training, and obligation to 
serve; and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover proposed that the 
whole of the later stages of the Bill 
should be taken up with the discussion 
of these subjects. The fact was that 
while there was agreement as to Clause 1 
being the most important part of the 
Bill—[Opposition cries of “ No.” |—in 
the early parts of the discussion every 
Member of the Opposition agreed in 
differing as to the other subjects of 
importance to be selected for debate ; 
there was no common basis of agreement. 
The scheme for the allotment of time 
had been carefully thought out, although 
nothing was perfect in this imperfect 
world. He repeated again that the 
Bill was a measure to give effect to plans 
which were set out at great length on 
the introduction of the Estimates, on 
the First Reading of the Bill, and were 
subject to a three days’ discussion on 
Second Reading. What they had now 
to discuss in Committee was simply 
the instruments which were necessary 
to carry out those plans. It was too 
late to discuss the principle of the Bill 
in Committee. The real time to discuss 
the principle of the Bill was not in Com- 
mittee, but on the First and Second 
Reading. For these reasons he was 
prepared to maintain that the allotment 
of time for the discussion of clauses in 
Committee was wise and most reasonable. 


1454 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
they did not complain of the right hon. 
Gentleman being too brief. Nor did 
they complain of his being too prolix, but 
what they did find fault with was that 
the right hon. Gentleman gave the 
Opposition no opportunity of answering 
him by way of criticism after he had 
expounded his position. His noble friend 
the Member for Marylebone had pointed 
out that this was one more step, and a 
most noticeable and marked one, in the 
process of transferring to the Government 
the powers which had hitherto been 
vested in the House. That state- 
ment had been illustrated by what the 
right hon. Gentleman had just said. The 
Prime Minister, earlier in the evening, 
justified his right hon. friend by saying 
that the scheme had been carefully 
thought out by the Secretary of State 
and his advisers. He did not doubt it ; 
but the House was entitled to think 


tions of importance were said to be! it out, and express an opinion upon 
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it. The Secretary of State had said 
that not only had _ the 
Army reform been carefully thought out 


{COMMONS} 


scheme of 


by him, but also the scheme for the 


allocation of the time to be devoted to its 
Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man said to them, in effect, ‘‘ What more 
and apparently thought he 


discussion. 


do you want,” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 

Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury. John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 

Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
sarlow, Percy (Bedford) 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck. A, Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Beliairs, Carlyon 


, Cremer, William Randal 
| Crooks, William 


| Crossley, William J. 
| Dalmeny, Lord 


| Duncan, C. 


| Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 


| Eve, Harry Trelawney 


Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets, S.Geo | 


T. BH. D 
Julius 


Berridge, 
Bertram, 


Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’rd | 


Bethell, T. R. 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace. William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner.J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner,Rt Hn Sic J.T.(Chesh. 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W, J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Ho.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Rich’rdKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

lynes, 4: R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H(Sussex. E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


(Essex, Maldon) 


The 


AYES. 


Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 
Cowan, W. H. 


Crosfield, A. H. 


Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Duckworth, James 

( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 


Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 
Essex, R. W. 
Evans, Samuel T. 





Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick. Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 


| Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S.) 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn, Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey. Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Cnesi, Hon, Ivor Churchill 
Guliand, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 


Haworth, Arthur A, 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J. M.(Aberdeer, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhous. Charles, E. H. 
Hodge, Jonn 

Holland, Sir William Henry 


Re SOrVEe Forces Bill. 


should be judge in his own cause, and the 
House of Commons were not expected 
to pronounce any opinion. 


House 
Noes, 89. (Division List No. 159.) 


| Mackarness, 
| Macnamara, Dr. 
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Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 293; 


; Hooper, A. G. 


Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset.N. 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

I!ingworth, Perey H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jores, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 


| Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 
| Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral!) 
| Levy, 


Maurice 
John Lewis 
Rt. Hon. David 


Lewis, 
Lloyd-George, 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 
Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
Frederic ©. 
Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 


| Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 
| M‘Crae, “George 
| M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Re ginald 


M‘Laren, H. D. (Statford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham. F, J. 

Massie J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

| Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 


en ee le ee 
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the Morton, Alpheus Cleophas Roche, Augustine (Cork) Verney, F. W. 
ated Napier, T. B. Roe, Sir Thomas Vivian, Henry 
Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) Rose, Charles Day Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swarsea) | Rowlands, J. Walters, John Tudor 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r | Runciman, Walter Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William Russell, T, W. Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Samuel,Herbert L.(Cleveland) Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
93 ; Nuttall, Harry Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) Ward, W. Dudley (Southampt’n 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | Scarisbrick, T. T. L. Wardle, George J. 
O’ Dornell, C. J. (Walworth) Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne Waring, Walter 
O'Grady, J. Sears, J. E. Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Parker, James (Halifax) Seaverns, J. H. Wason,John Catheart (Orkney) 
Paulton, James Mellor | Seddon, J. Waterlow, D. S. 
‘ Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) Watt, Henry A. 
tN. Pearson, Sir W.D. (Colchester) | Sherwell, Arthur James Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Perks, Robert William | Shipman, Dr, John G. Weir, James Galloway 
Philipps,Col. Ivor (S’thampton) | Sileock, Thomas Ball Whitbread, Howard 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke | Simon, John Allsebrook White, George (Norfolk) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) | Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Pollard, Dr. Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Price,C. E.(Edinburgh,Central) | Spicer, Sir Albert Whitehead, Rowland 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E.) | Stanger, H. Y. Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) | Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
aah Priestley, W. E.B. (Bradford, E. | Stewart, Halley (Greenock) Wiles, Thomas 
shire Radford, G. H. Strachey, Sir Edward Wilkie, Alexander 
Rainy, A. Rolland | Straus, B.S. (Mile End) Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Raphael, Herbert H. Summerbell, T. Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) Wills, Arthur Walters 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) Wilson, John (Durham. Mid) 
rd) Rendall, Athelstan | Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
‘ Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th | Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverhampto1 | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
aster Ridsdale, E. A. Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) Winfrey, R. 
ter) 2Zoberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) Thomasson, Franklin Young, Samuel 
J Robertson.Sir G.Scott(Bradf’rd | Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E. 
3, E.) Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) Tomkinson, James TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
: 2obinson, S. Toulmin, George Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
— Robson, Sir William Snowdon Ure, Alexander Pease. — 
-al) 
wid NOES. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Craig,Capt. James (Down, E.) Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Anstruther-Gray, Major Craik, Sir Henry M’Calmont,. Colone! James 
Ashley, W. W. Dalrymple, Viscount Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
T) Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H. Doughty. Sir George Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
ghs) Balcarres, Lord Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George Faber, George Denison (York) Moore, William 
Banner, John S. Harmood Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) — Morpeth, Viscount 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. Fell, Arthur Nield. Herbert 
|.) Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks Finch. Rt. Hon. George H. Pease, Herbert Pike ( Darlington 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase Forster, Henry William Rawlinson.John Frederick Peel 
ld Bowles, G. Stewart Gordon, |. Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
V.) 3oyle, Sir Edward Haddock, George R. Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Bridgeman, W. Clive Hamilton, Marquess of Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Hardy, Laurence( Kent,Ashford Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Butcher, Samuel Henry Harrison- Broadley, H. B. Sandys, Lieut.-Co!. Thos. Myles 
3) Carlile, E. Hildred Hay. Hon. Claude George Scott, Sir S. (Marvlebone, W.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. Helmsley, Viscount Sheffield,Sir BerkelevGeorge D. 
ton) Castlereagh, Viscount Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds — Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. Houston, Robert Paterson Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Hunt, Rowland Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn.Col. W. Starkey, John R. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | Staveley-Hill, Henry (Staff’sh. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore. Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) — ‘Tathot, Lord E. (( ‘hichester) 
Clark,George Smith (Belfast,N. Lee,Arthur H.(Hants., Fareh’m ep : > Afitaha ; . 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. ane (Lanark) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) — Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham) Thornton, E erey M. 
-n) Courthope, G. Loyd Long, Rt.Hn.Walter (Dublin,S. | Turnour, Viscount 


Craig,Charles Curtis (Anirim,S. Lonsdale, John Brownlee Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. noward 
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Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 


Amendment proposed— 


which any proceedings on the Territorial and | 
including the financial | 
Resolution relating thereto, stand as first order 

of the day, no opposed private business shall | 
Acland- Hood.) 


Reserve Forces Bill, 


be taken.’”—(Si7r A 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A.Acland (Christchurch) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Armitage, R.m 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 

Astbury, John Meir 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmcuth) 

Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Baring, Gcdirey (Isle cf Wight) 

Barlow, Percy (Eedfcrd) 

Barnard, E. b. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S$.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (‘Tyrcne, N. 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cec ‘il 

Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, Sir J.H. (Essex,Romf’d 

Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 
Boland, Jchn 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, Jchn 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.}.L. (Lancs., 
Brunner, Rt.Hn. sir J.T. 
3ryce, J. Annan 

Burns, Rt. Hen. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carr-Gcmm, H. W. 

Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cheiry, Rt. Hon. K. R. 

Churchill, Winstcn Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbcld, Felix Thornley 

Cogan, Denis J 


5. Geo 


(Ches. 
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| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- | TetreRs ror THE Nors—Sir 


| Collins, § 


| Corbett, 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


’ 
' 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Question, “ That those words be there 
“In line 60, at the end, to add the words, | added,” put, and agreed to. 
‘After the passing of this order on any day on | 


AYES. 
tephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Cooper, G. J 
C.H.(Sussex,E.Gr’st’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 
Cowan, W. H. 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Crestield, A. H. 
Crossley, William J. 
Dalmeny, Lord 


| Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, M.Vaughan- (( ‘ardigan 


Davies, Tin othy ( (Fulham) 


| Delany, William 


Devlin, Jcseph 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, §. 
Dillon, John 


| Dolan, Charles Joseph 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, Williem J. 
Duncan, C. 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne,MajcrE.Martin (Walsall 


| Elibank, Master of 


Leigh) | 


Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel] T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferens, T. R. 





Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michae] Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael] F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Co]. Alan (Hereferd,S. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabcdy 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gywnn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


} Halpin, J. 


(Barrow-in-Furness | 


| Jardine, $ 


Main Question, as amended, puts 


The House divided :—Ayes, 333 ; Noes, 
| 81. (Division List No. 160.) 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. 
Harwocd, George 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmcuth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderscn, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hedge, John 

Hegan, Michae] 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hcpe, W.Bateman(Somerset,N,. 
Hcrniman, Emslie John 
Hedscn, Walter 

Huttcn, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

S ir J “ 

Jenkins, J. 
Jchnscen, W. 


(Rechdale) 


(Nuneatcn) 


Jones,Sir D.Brynmor (Swansea 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


| Jowett, F. W. 


' Lamb, Ernest H. 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudsen FE. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kettle, Thomas Michael] 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
(Rochester) 


| Lambert, George 





Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 


| Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 


Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon.' David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 








—— 


160 


~Sir 
and 


ere 


eS, 


1m) 


, W.) 


nsea@ 
shire 


ford) 


nster 
ster) 





1461 Territorial and 
Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B, 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk}Bg’hs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Charles (Donegal, E. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna,! Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G. Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. rn 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alj ort 

Mond, A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus (leophas 
Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Newnes, Sir George (Swansea) 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Dencas’r) 
Nolan, Joseph, & 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nugent, Sir Walter Richard 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach,Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 


H Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wor. 
| Clark,George Smith(Belfast,N.) 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


{6 May 1907} 


Pearson, Sir W.D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 

Philipps,Col. Ivor (S’thampton) 
Philipps,J. Wynford (Pembroke 


| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E. B. (Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H.} 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverhampt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Sir G.Scott( Brdfrd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir Willism Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Shew, Rt. Hon. T.(Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8.) 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.) | 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J. W.H.(S’merset, E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.} 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, Henry A. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,8. 


| Craig,Captain James( Down, E, 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dalrymple, Viscount 


Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber,Capt. W. V. (Hants, W. 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. 
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Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( Bury S.Edm’s) 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hon. Walter (Dublin,S | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Starkey, John R. 
Staveley-Hill Henry (Staff’sh. 
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' Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Ordered, That the Committee stage and 
Report stage of the Territorial and Re- 
serve Forces Bill, including the financial 
Resolution relating thereto, shall be pro- 
ceeded with in the following manner :— 
{«) That Clauses 1] and 2 and the Com- 
mittee stage of the financial Resolution 
be proceeded with and proceedings there- 
on brought to a conclusion on the first 
allotted day ; ()) That the Report stage 
of the financial Resolution and Clauses 
3 and 4 be proceeded with and the pro- 
ceedings thereon brought to a conclusion 
on the second allotted day; (c) That 
Clauses 5 to 7 be proceeded with and the 
proceedings thereon brought to a con- 
clusion on the third allotted day; (d) 
That Clauses 8 to 12 be proceeded with 
and the proceedings thereon brought to 
a conclusion on the fourth allotted day ; 
(ec) That Clauses 13 to 27 be proceeded 
with and the proceedings thereon brought 
to a conclusion on the fifth allotted day ; 
(f) That the remaining clauses of the 

sill and the schedules, and any new 
Government clauses and any new Govern- 
ment schedules, and any other matters 
necessary to bring the Committee stage 
to a conclusion, be proceeded with and 
brought to a conclusion on the sixth 
allotted day, and that the Chairman 
report the Bill to the House without 
Question put ; (g) That two allotted days 
be given to the Report stage of the Bill, 
and that new clauses and Clauses 1 to 
15 of the Bill be proceeded with on the 
first of those allotted days and the 
proceedings thereon brought to a con- 
clusion on that day, and that the 


remaining clauses of the Bill and the 
schedules, and any other matter neces- 
sary to bring the Report stage to a con- 
clusion, be proceeded with on the second 
of those allotted days and the proceedings 
thereon brought to a conclusion on that 


day. 


After this Order comes into operation, 
any day (other than a Friday) shall 
be considered an allotted day for the 
purposes of this Order on which the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill is put 
down as the first Order of the Day, or on 
which any stage of the financial Resolu- 
tion relating thereto is put down as the 
first Order of the Day, followed by the 
Bill. 


At 10.30 p.m. on any allotted day 
on which proceedings on any business 
allotted to that day are to be brought to 
a conclusion, the Chairman or Speaker 
shall, if those proceedings have not 
already been brought to a conclusion, put 
forthwith the Question or Questions on 
any Amendment or Motion already pro- 
posed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith 
the Question on any Amendments moved 
by the Government of which notice has 
been given, but no other Amendments, 
and on any Question necessary to dispose 
of the business to be concluded, and in 
the case of Government Amendments or 
of Government new clauses or schedules 
he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the clause 
or schedule be added to the Bill, as the 
case may be. 


At 11 p.m. on the day on which 
the Third Reading of the Bill is put 
down as first Order of the Day, or ir 
that day is a Friday at 5 p.m., the 
Speaker shall put forthwith any Question 
necessary to complete the proceedings on 
that stage of the Bill. 


Proceedings. to which this Order relates 
shall not, on any allotted day on which 
proceedings or any business are to be 
brought to a conclusion under this Order, 
be interrupted under the provisions of 
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1465 Adjournment {COMMONS} of the House. 1466 
any Standing Order relating to the | on any such Motion shall be put forth- 
Sittings of the House. with without debate. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the | any day on which any proceedings on 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, 
(including the financial Resolution relat- including the financial Resolution relating 
ing thereto) stand as first Order of the thereto, stand as first Order of the Day, 
Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, nor | no opposed Private Business shall be 
Motion for Adjournment under Standing taken.—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 
Order 10, nor Motion to postpone a clause | 
shall be received unless moved by a | Adjourned at twenty - eight 
Minister of the Crown, and the Question minutes after Eleven o'clock. 


After the passing of this Order on 
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APPENDIX I. 





PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CLXXIII. 
Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “fu.L.]” following title 
indicates that the Bill originated in the House of Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 


*Companies [H.L. ] 


Dental Companies (Re- 
striction of Practice) 


[H.L. ] 


*Destructive Insects Pest 


[HL] 


*Employment of 
[H.L.] 


Women 


*Factory Workshop [H.L. ] 


House .of Lord Reform 


[H.L. | 
Irish Tobacco 


Merchant Shipping Acts 
Amendment [H.L. | 


Municipal Reform [H.L. | 
Prohibition of Medical 


Practice by Companies 


[H.L. | 


*Rule Committee [H.L. ] 


Salmon and Freshwater 
Fisheries [H.L. } 


Brought in by 


Earl of Granard 
Lord Hylton 

Earl Carrington 
Earl Beauchamp 


Earl Beauchamp 


Lord Newton 


Lord Ampthill 


Lord Courtney of Pen- | 


with 


Lord Hylton 


Lord Chancellor 


Earl Carrington 


Progress, 





Committee 2nd May (9961) 


Read 2" 29th April (470) 


Read 2° 29th April (471) 
Committee 30th April (631) 


Read 1* 6th May (1298) 


Read 1° 2nd May (905) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
6th May (1203) 


Read 1* 30th April (631) 


vtead 1¢ 29th April (464) 
Read 2* 30th April (631) 


Read 2* 29th April (464) 


Committee) , ae 
a \24th April (3) 
Read 3* and passed 25th April 


(227) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
29th April (472) 
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(B.) 


House or CoMMONS. 





Title of Bill. 


Compulsory Weighing and 
Measurements 


Incest 

| 

Intestate Husband’s Estates) 
(Scotland) 
Irish Tobacco 


Jurors (Expenses) 


Limited Partnerships 
Local Authorities (Taxa- 
tion and Purchase of 


Land) 


Liquor Trattic (Local Op- 
tion) (Scotland) 


Mortgage of Premises 

Municipal Elections 
*Naval Lands (Volunteers) 

Small Holding (No. 3) 


*Small Landholders (Scot- 


land) 


*Vaccination 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





Mr. 


~ 


| Col. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr, 


Mr. 


G. Roberts 


Lockwood 


Crombie 


W. Redmond 


Lloyd Morgan 


W, Holland 


Thomasson 


I. Balfour 


J. Walton 
Cleland 

E. Robertson 
G. Hardy 


Sineluir 


J. Burns 


Read 2° 3rd May (1171) 
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| Report 24th April (176) 
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APPENDIX IL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1907. 


J.ist OF RuLEs, OrpvERS, &¢., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


Title of Paper. 


In Continuation of List given in previous Volume. 


| 
Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 


Council of the County Borough of Swansea, and con- 
firmed by the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, fixing the Hours of Closing for certain 
classes of Shops within the County Borough [4 Edw. 
VIL, ¢. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 
Urban District Council of Acton, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the District [4 Edw. VII., c. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the | 
Council of the City of Manchester, and confirmed | 


by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops | 
within a certain part of the City [4 Edw. VIL, ¢. 31, 
s. 3 (8)] | 


the Period runs. | the Table. 
; — : 


24 April 40 days 
29 April 40 days 
2 May 40 days 
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